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-. en;?rer to lu-:~y on the reputation gained lty ho:lest dealing and good 
INsiness 11~,?.il~~~lllt?~~t. \\-e regret to state that we have not escaped 

zttc:i1! ioll of’ 5ilC11 parties, ~~1~0 have appropriated our original 
:,t>-les and names, and i,y using similar illustrations anti 

~le:icri~lio~~s, deceive the I>ublic into ljelieving that the articles were 
I~2iiLlf2CtLl7~d I,? US, and thnt ‘,\‘e are resp~&ble for their inferior cjuali ty. 11 wide 
2(3;11:nin:a!:ce nyith sjwrtsnien and ;:n extended experience with the various sports, 

>~.5+~T~i:iij!ccl us to 3rilicipatc l.he wants of our patrons in securing outfits, and t0 
,’ clt/cr oi;iv sucl I articles as wert‘ perfectly satisfactory for our own use, knowing by 

’ p’:tid te i ‘1 . . b L Izt they ~\~ouJd ;erve the purpose properly, and be unfailing to tbct 
L 

];Lmhvxi~. 

111 or!ic’p. t:: protect our cLl5tonler5 , and to preserve our reputation, we have found 
it !;wcv-4ry 10 i’i,lce i :LlL cL ‘i‘racie Alark ” on the higher grades of goods that we 

\ Il~~.l!Ltf:lC! 1lt-e ,?:1rl ji]:!.c;(j:,!fC. ‘1’!le care and discrimination exercised in selecting 
ol?lJr ar;icics i:f tile Ili;:hM cluality as being worthy of bearing our Trade Mark, 
li:ts reslrlteci i!l gi?fil;g to !he~ a reputation as being practically the best of their 
Icirltf il;r?t Cnulcl 1x3 jiruclncecl. 

Jn CtUl- C)ljilliiJ:l ;? s:l!i.Yiiccl cur;t$)mer is the best advertisement that we can have, 
mtf ~‘t’nier~ -1 ;i!,(] i:i:ii7-;.i7 , I:IL~aIIs will Illease bear in mind that on whatever article our 
!‘tl,lr>r-: AIAKK :;i->l)e;lrs, wi’t guarantee it to lx exactly as rqjresented, and wherever 

,i!ry,[ (‘Ti:lie f ,r con~~~l;l a! exists, w2 will thank tlltt purchaser for returnitic the aYticle 
i.0 1:s $l<l reCEil*: , ‘71; :T :,er!:& one fn return, or the refiLltIding of the purcha~;e money. 

( Jut- lirl~ of i ~x::e I’ 
OU~;l!! y 3,p1>rYCiXl t2i i 

.J.~il-i is HOW so well iS;nmw to the trade, and* they are so thor- 
!,!r the: lja~e ball players of the country, that it seems almost un- 

;;ecess ?T- V ?O CfcTI t;prjCkl ZLtieniiOil 

qtr)cxi till: s;!5’bre te.<t 0 

to their superior merits. Spalding’s League Rail, 
11.3 ‘,’ i t 1  g; f the National I,eague for the last ten year-;, ar 
j’;~l,‘~~~cT ?<“‘I ‘17 ;- ‘..,‘L I1 I~2n :idoi:tecl 2.; the ot‘ficial i)all of that leading organization for f3F 

,-, ns \\.f.~ii as the other prominent professional Col.lege and L4mateur Associ,tt ic\;:;s. 
CJ-l[‘t’< h i i 11 re;iutntic)n 311:l sale unequzlled by any other ball on the FIN :c: 
1:~,wAl~l~ OF CI!I’Al’ 11\11’1‘A’I’1O~SS; KO I,eague Ball is genuine without our ‘-~r~td, 
hIark 011 each box and ball, and the autograph of 

on each lahei. 
\‘l-c hope that 1~11 players will not be misled by the remarks of interested; :t !l~rs 

hantlli:, g inferic.r goods, that the articles thev offer “are just as good as Spa!til:?r; ‘? 
and at ;t ChCLli’Cr !)rice. T\ie accept their irequent references to our good . 
hi;;hl:.il cc)iJl] liill:‘lit t?lat can l)e paid us? and only ask that purchasers we; 7iUFX ’ 
their own Co;nparis0ns, and he convinced that our goods are really the chcal>e>, 
as they certninly are the best. Special trade prices are quoted to dealers 01, 
applicaiion. 

, NEW YORKs 



CC Spalding’s Base Bail Guide ” again greets the 
base ball public with the ofXcia1 records of America’s 
nationa game. First issued in 1877, it has grown in 
popularity, has been enlarged and improved from 
year to year, and is now the recognized authority 
upon base ball matters. The statistics contained in 
the ‘6 Guide ” can be relied upon, nearly all of them 
having been compiled from official records,, 

The ‘6 Guide ” has attained such a size-40 pages 
---as to preclude the possibility of publishing in the 
same issue the League Constitution in full, and other 
interesting League matter. We are therefore com- 
pelled, in addition, to publish the 6‘ Official League 
Hook,” which contains only ofEcia1 League matter as 

furnished by Secretary Young, including the League 
Constitution in full. 

Copies of the (6 Guide ” or 4‘ League Book,” will 
be mailed to any address upon receipt of twelve cents 
each. Trade orders supplied through the News 
Companies, or direct from the publishers. 



----‘FOR THE SALE OF--‘--- 

OR the convenience cif our patrons,, md for the purpx;t: of 
bringing our complete line of Athletic Goods rmre pm~i- 

neatly before Base Ball Players, we have arranged with the follow- 
ing houses to carry at all times a complete iine of all our Athletic 
ChOdS. Their prices will be the same as ours. Ckders for goods 
may be sent io 



SCRANTOM, WKMORE t .: CO. . . . . .m State St., Rochester, N.Y. 
R. -vv~ooD’s SONS x,..*...+..**.. $2 S. Salina St., Syracuse, N, V. 
Ilf. w. BULL 6% co . * c. * . . . . c .445 LMain; St., Springfield, Mass. 
~~.C.ERB~cKE&Co..5..... . . . . l .* . . . . -.* . . . . Aflentown,Pa. 
31. A. TApPAN.. . 1013 Pennsylvania Ave, Washington, D. C., 
VONLENGERKE Sr DETMOLJ-1 . . . . . . . e . . . . . . . . . . ..Newark.N. J. 

SOUTHERN DEPOTS. 
F. F. HANSELL K! BRC). . .28 and 30 Camp St., New Orleans, La. 
A. J, ANDERSON....... zd aqd Houston Sts. Fort Worth, Texas 
IX. M. MANSFORD.. . . . . . . . . . . . 293 Main St., Memphis, ‘Penn. 
BIRMINGHA~M ARMS Co . . . . . e . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..Birmingham, Ala. 
El. DREW 8~ BRO.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Jacksonville, Fla, 
J” W. SAWYER....,,... . . . . . . . . . . .#...#... Key West, Fla. 

FOREII@N DEPOTS. 
MCLEAN BRAS 8; RIGG, Limited. . . . . . . . . . . . Sydney, Australia , 
&ICLEAN BROS & RIGG, Limited. . . . . . . . . . Adelaide, Australia 
BOYLE 8r SCOTT.. . . . . . . . . a . . . . . . . . . . . . Glbourne, Australia. 
W. MCARTHUR & Co. . . l . . . . . l . . . . . . . . . . . . *Auckland, N. 2. 
THOS. LACK . . . . a..** . . . . . . . . . . . . Honolulu, Hawaiian Islands 
THE HINGSTON-S%I\IIITH ARMS CO...... ,..Winnipeg, Manitoba 
C.FLO~D 8~ SONS r.****e*ae* . . . . . . . a.*s.C.C**+ St. Johns, N. Be 

/ 
LOCAL AC:ENC3ES. 

WESl'ERN. 
A. G. CASE .eae..a.t . . . . . *b*zb..‘.e.**s ‘. *. . . . . .Aurora, III. 
C. E. DALTON . . . . . . . . . . . . ** . . . . . . ..te..a*.. Bloomington, Ill, 
A. P. CUNNINGHAM.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . I I.. . . . .Champaign, Ill, 
C. H. CARYL... ..***r*.... . . . . @*..I,* . . . . Kalamazoo, Mich. 
SPENCER BROS . . . ..*.......“.....“..*.*.e.. Marquette, Mich. 

JOHNT. BUKER . . . . *.*e...* . . . . . . . **C-t.'• . . . . Rockford, Ill. 
BAKER&WATSON... . . . . . ~*...~C.....“..CTerre Haute,Ind. 
GREGORY&C~ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . - . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..Winona. Minn. 
Jm A, ELLIOTT. e * . . . - l . . *. . . - . m . c . . . . . . e c . *. e *Danville, Ill. 

. 6 TrASYI'ERN. 
N.A. FROST..e.,,....e.. *C*.*d..e*.* . . l * * Hanover, N. E-E. 
G.W.BLoDGETT&Co.......................Amherst, Mass. 
TALBOT BROS. . . t . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . e . a . - Pittsfield, Mass. 
J. W. BRINE .C..~.*..*.C,*I~~4...."...~,~C.. New H&en, Ct. 

.a& C. S. WEST .  .  .  .  .  l .  .  .  . . C . . . . . * . r .  .  .  .  .  a.* l . . .Flushing, L. $, 
N J. WBRINE *.*.e.,.*.e.-...*.. . . . . . . ..ee Cambridge, class. 

1 A, H. POMEROY .a . . I .  *e* t .  . * . . . . . . e . .  l . * e . . .  Hartford, Ct. 
HIRST~LEACH.‘........,..,.... . . . . . . . . . . Princeton, N.J. 
A.W.SCOTT . . . . . . . ..*51......r $.. . . . . . . . . ..Stamford.Ct. 
BRENNAN & DAVIS . . . . -. . ..* ,. l l . . . . . . . , . . . Bradford, Pa. 
F. A, CLAPP&Co ..,.~~~**"..*.....~.,*...*. Worcester, Mass. 
GEO. DART .~..~*~,,~~.~1~.~,.~*.~.**~.‘.~..0. Tuxedo, N. Pr. 



- WILLIAM A. HULBEWT. ’ l 

The late Mr. William A. Hulbert may be justly considered as the Father 
of the National League, for he it was who in 1875 was mainly instrumental in 
bringing about the secession from the old Xational Professional Associati.on in 
1875, which resulted in the establishment of the National League in 1.876. To 
;\[I-. Hulbert is due the credit c,f rescuing professional ball playing from tl~e 
:rbuses which prevailed in the ranks at the time he first became connected wit11 
t hc Chicago Club, Kspeciaily to his persistent course in refusing to conser;t 
:o the reinstatement of any plaver expc’iied from a professional clu’b for crookt:(l 
pltiy, is the present honesty c,i’ ~hc-: ~arnc due. 3Tr. Hulbert was the seconci 
President of the National L,ea<que, hTr. AI. (;. Eulkcly, the present Governor 
of Connecticut, being the I,eaguc’s first President. Mr. Hulbert died in 
April, 1882, from heart &seas,. h‘e was essentially a reformer, and in his 
business and social relations sincerity and candor were marked characteristics. 
‘I’he Xational League adopted this resolution at his death : “Rt~saZ7~ed, That 
to him alone is due the credit of having founded the National League, and to 
his able leadership, sound judgment and impartial management is the success 
of the League chiefly due,” . . 



ASE BALL GUIDE 
AND 

(JIMa! LIZI[UE Book for 1889. 
A COMPLETE HAND BOOK OF THE NATSONAL 

GAME OF BASE BALL, 
CONTAINING 

STATISTICAL REVIEkVS OF THE VARIOUS PROFESSIONAL 
ASSOClATION CHAMPIONSHIP SEASONS, AS ALSO 

THE RECORDS AND AVERAGES OF THE 
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TIONS, EAST & WEST. 
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TOGETHERWITH 

THE NEW CODE OF PLAYING RULES, AS REVISED ‘BY THE - --- 
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ATTACHED TO WHICH IS AN OFFICIAL EXPLANATORY APPENDIX, GIVING A 
CORRECT INTERPRETATION OF THE NEW RULES, ALSO THE OFFICIAL 

RECORD OF ALL LEAGUE GAMES AND PLAYERS, AND THE 
OFFICIAL SCHEDULE OF LEAGUE GAMES FOR 1889, 
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PREFACE. 

The publishers of “ Spalding’s Base Ball Guide ‘* present to the 
fraternity in the GUIDE for 1889, the model baseball annual of the 
period; the thirteenth annual edition of the work being in every 
respect the most complete baseball GUIDE ever issued. Exceed- 
ing as it does every other book of the kind in size-over two hun- 
dred pages of reading matter -as also in its new feature of pic- 
torial illustrations, it presents an epitome of the professional 
history of the game for 1888, unequaled by any other work of the 
kind previously published. In fact, the GUIDE for r88g has been 
made to conform to the very exceptional year of important events 
its chapters record -a year which will be remembered for a long 
time to come as fruitful of the most noteworthy occurrences know?a 
in the annals of our national game. 

The prominent features of the GUIDE for 1889 are the complr :‘,t 
record of the.pitching in the League and American championshtp 
contests; the instructive chapters on “ the lessons of the cam- 
paign, ” then on “ team work ;” the analyses of the play in the 
world’s championship series of contests; the new tables showing 
the figures of the campaigns of the past eighteen years, and espe- 
cially the explanatory appendix or chapter of official instructions 
to umpires and captains. 

The great size of the GUIDE precludes the possibility of includ- 
ing the games record of the League campaign, as also other rec- 
ords of League legislation, etc., and these will be found in the * 
“ Official League Book,” which contains only official League mat- 
ter as furnished by Secretary Young, including the League Con- 
stitution in full. 

(7) n’ 





The hkrican national game of base ball has reached a period 
in its history, when it no longer needs to be referred to as a field 
exercise, calling for particular mention of its peculiar merits. Is 
is now the established favorite game of ball of the American peo- 
ple, and occupies a position in public estimation which no other 
field sport in vogue approaches. The game h?s attained its pres- 
ent position of popularity, not only from its adaptability to out 
peculiar national characteristics, as regards its possession of special 
points of attraction; but also from its value as a field spert which 
presents sufficient excitement in itself to draw thousands of spec- 
tators, without the extrinsic aid of betting as its chief point of 
interest, the latter attraction being something which pertains to 
nearly everyother popular sport. Then, too, it should beborne in 
mind that base ball first taught us Americans the value of physi- 
cal exercise as an important aid to perfect work in cultivating the 
minrl up to its highest point. It is to the introduction of base ball 
as a national pastime, in fact, that the growth of athletic sports 
in general in bopularity is largely due; and the game pointed out 
to the mercantile community of our large cities that “ all work and 
no play” is the most costlyWpolicy they-can pursue, both in regard 
to the advantages to their own health, and in the improvement in 
the work of their employes, the combination of work and play 
iudiciouslv, vieldinr results in better work and more satisfactor? 
iervice than 4was po\sible under the old rule. Thus, the game ha; 
acted like a lever in lifting into public favor all athletic sports. 

A great deal is said about the special attraction of this and that 
leading sport of the day. The turfman thinks there is nothing: 
approaching the excitement of a horse race, which from the start to 
the finish occupies but a few minutes of time. The rower regards 
a three mile “ shell” race as the very acme of sporting pleasures; 
while the yachtsman looks upon all other contests as of trifling 
importance compared with that ending in the winnina of his club 
reiatta cup; an&o on through the wh& category of iports of the 
field, the forest and the river. But if any one can present to us a 
sport or pastime, a race or a contest, which can in all its essentials 
of stirring excitement, displays of manly courage, nerve and endu- 
rance, and its unwearvina scenes of skillful plav and alternations 
of success equal our n&ioial game of ball, w6 should like to see it. 

What can present a more attractive picture to the lover of out 
door sgorts than the scene nresented at a base ball match between 
two tr&ned professional teims competing, for championship bon - 
or-s, in which evervDoint of Plav isso well looked after in the field. 
that it is only by s.&Ae extra dis;lay’of skill at the bat, that a sir& 
run is obtained in a full nine innings game? If it is considered, 
too, that baseball is a healthy, recreative exercise, suitable for all 
classes of our people, there can be no surprise that such a game 
should reach the unprecedented popularity it has. 

w 



THE PROFESS-IONAL SEASON OF 1888. 

The season of I@%, in the professional arena, was marked by 
several events which placed it on record as the most noteworthy, 
known in the thirteen years’ history of the National League. In 
the first place it was. the inaugural year of the grand movement 
made by the IA-esident of the Chicago Club, to extend the popu- 
larity of our national game beyond the American continent; an 
event which exhibited the characteristic energy, pluck, liberalit) 
and business enterprise of Mr. Spalding, in a very marked man- 
ner ; the grand success which the venture met with being a well 
r-nt:l ited reward for the large financial outlay which he incurred in the 
experiment. Secondly, the struggle for the championship of the 
1 .cague, resulting as it did in the success of the New York club, gave 
to the East a lead in the pennant races which they had not held 
since IS&+, when the Providence club won the championship, Chi- 
cago having held the honors in I SSg and 1586, and Detroit in 1S87. 
The past season, too, excelled all previous years in the vast assem- 
blages of spectators who were gathered at the grounds of. the 
prominent clubs on holiday occasions; as also m the immense 
aggregate of people who patronized the professional contests of 
the year. It was also an exceptional year in regard to the close 
and exciting contest for the League pennant, between the four 
leading clubs of that organization; and at the end of the cham- 
pionship season the sequel of the contest for the base ball sham- 
pionship of the world finished off the campaign of 1888, in a man- 
ner that greatly added to the honors won by the victorious League 
club from New York. The contest for the American Association 
championship was also one of the interesting events of the season, 
and one, too, which taught aspiring clubs a lesson which they can 
well prGfit by; and that is, that success in championship con- 
tests is due far more to able management, competent captaining, 
and thorough team work, than to the gathering together of the 
strongest of star players in a club team. In the League, in this 
respect, while the Boston club had invested, at &eat financial 
cost, in securing the services of noted star players, the Chicago 
club, though weakened by the release of players from their team 
who had done yoeman service in their ranks for years, were yet 
able to excel the picked team of star players of the Ijoston club, 
simply by superiority in handling those they had left to them. In 
the Association arena, too, a similar condition of things prevailed 
in the case of the St. Louis and I%-ooklyn clubs, the costly invest- 
ment of the’ firooklyn club for new players, only enabling them to 
reach second place in the pennant race, while the “ weakened “(?) 
St. Louis tegm, by better conct ‘: ted work together. were enabled to 
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break the. record by capturing the Association pennant for the 
fourth successive season, something only equaled by the Boston 
club under the reign of the old National Association in 1872, ‘73, 
‘71, and ‘75. 

An event of the season of 1888, also, was the widening the 
sphere of professional club operations in the United States, by the 
inauguratioil of the Texas League, which, though not as success- 
ful as desired in its first year, nevertheless opened up a new and 
large territory for the occupation of the professional clubs. Clos- 
ing too, as the year did with a commendable movement on the 
part of the L eague legislators to regulate the salary system so as 
to get rid of several costly abuses ; it may be justly said that in 
no year since professional ball playing was officially recognized, * 
was there so much done to promote the weltare of the national 
ganle as cl uring the season of 188S. 

The summary record of the season’s work of the several proftts- 
sional Leagues and Association prominent during the season of 
1888, is as follows: 

LEAGUES. 1 - Champion Club. 

THE LEAGUE’§ PENNANT RACE OF 1888. 

The championship campaign of ;he League for I 888 began cm 
April 20, with the customary home game; between the eight clubs, 
each in its respective section, the New York team opening thi-: 
season at Washington, and the Bostons at Philadelphia; while iu 
the West Detroit opened at Pittsburg, and the Chicagos at india!l- 
apolis, the winning clubs being New York, Boston, PitOurg a!ld 
Chicago. By the end of the first week of the campaign &ston 
was in the van without a defeat being charged to them, while 
every other ciub had suffered at least one defeat, Boston leading 
in the race, followed by Chicago, New York, Pittsburg, Detroit, 
~~~dianapolis, Washin&on and Philadelphia the latter suffering 



from the great drawback of the death of their best player E ergu- 
son, a loss which handicapped them all through the season. by 
the end of the first week in May the contest had assumed quite all 
interesting phase in one respect, and that was the remarkable suck-- 
cess of the Boston team, which, up to Alay z had won ever-\’ 
championship game they had played, the record on May 4 leav- 
ing them in the van. Hy ?Jzy 5, however, Chicago pulled up 
even with them, the two tear- 11s t;tandiug with a record of I I victo- 
ries and 2 defeats each, and a percentage of .862 at the close of the 
third week of the spring cazlpaign. In the meantin;e l’hiladel- 
phia had rallied and had pu!led up to seventh place, and Detroit 
had overhauled Pittsburg, I ndianapolis falling into the last ditch. 
Ky the end of &lay quite a change had been made in the relative 
position of th e eight clubs, Chicago having gone to the front anti 
Hoston to second position, while XMroit had moved up to third 
place, an:1 &IV York had fczllen back to fourth ; while Philadcr- 
phia had worked up well and had got into fifth position, Pittsburg 
having made a bad tumble to sixth place, leaving Indianapolis 
and Washington to briu;r up the rear, . 

The month of June saw more changes in the positions of all of 
the eight clubs except Chicago and Philadelphia, the former hav- 
ing tenaciously held on to first place since the last week in April; 
while Philadelphia steadily remained a good fifth. Boston, how- 
ever, fell off badly in the running, the second week in June see- 
ing, them down to fourth place; while by June Q Detroit had 
(4.07 into second place, * 

v -  

h 
and was running Chicago a close race. 

During the last of May New York had p-ot down to fourth posi- 
ties; but in the first week of June they had rallied and resumed 
third place ; but the next week saw them fall back again, while 
Boston rallied back to third positien. By the end of June the 
e&girt clubs occupied the foiiowing re1atiu.e positions in the race, 
Chicago held the lead, with Detroit second, Boston third, New 
York fourth, Philadelphia iifth, Pittsburg sixth, with Indianapoli:, 
and ‘Washington as the two tail enders. 

July proved to be the most important month of the sea~n‘~; 
race, as it was in this month that the New York team WAS &et% - 
tualhf rallied under the personal influence of Mr. Johl: 13. ID+ , 
whoi’rom that tinie out tuok personal cognizance uf tlie ~lc)ii!g~; ii! 

the “ Giants.” The first week in July saw the SW York tetill: 
drive Postan out of third place, while Pitt&n-g, for the tirncl 

c 

lu 

---whic1r club h:1:1” h&id the le;rct corjsecutively frc~m’&Ia~~ 5 TV 
My 23-took a bad tumble, and fell back to third position, while I 
$4ew Yorkend Detroit stood tied for a few days for fiist plate, -m3 
Chicago rallied, and then the Detroits were driven back ; the end 
of July leaving “i&w Yor, 1~ in the -v’~.n, with Detroit second, Chicago I 
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third, Boston and Philadelphia close together in fourth and fifth 
positions, while Pittsburg, Indianapolis, and Washington occu- 
pied the rear positions. It w-as now that the race began to be 
intensely interesting. The steady play of the New York team 
gave a new feature to the contest, and it now began to bc G nip 
and tuck fight between the “ Giants ” and the Chicagos ftx first j 
place, with .Detroit close to them as a good third. August saw . 
the steadiest running of the season in the race, but few changes 
being made in the relative positions of the contestants,. the last 
week of the month seeing New York in the van, Chicago second, 
Detroit third, Boston fourth, Philadelphia fifth, and Pittsburg, 
Washington and Indianapolis in the rear. 

. The promise for an exciting close of the campaign loomed up 
very bright in September, and during that, month, while New 
York and Chicago still retained their leading positions, Boston 
temporarily rallied, and got into third place for a week; but 
Detroit pushed them back, while Philadelphia began to rally for a 
closing dash for one of the three leading positions. At the close 
of September the record left Kew York in the van, with the assur- 
ance of a successful termination of the campaign for the “ Giants,” 
while the struggle for second place between Chicago, Boston, 
Detroit and Philadelphia greatly added to the excitement of the 
closing month of the campaign. Chicago held on to second place, 
and Philadelphia, which club on September 29 stood in fifth place 
rallied brilliantly in October, and drove Boston to fourth place and 
Detro3t to fifth, Boston having occupied fifth place on the 6th of 
October, I’ittsburg, Indianapolis and Washington finally bringing 
up the rear. 

A feaxre of the campaign was the fact that at no time after 
!Lfay was it doubtful in regard tu the position of Pittsburgh, Indi- 
anapolis and Washington as the three tail-enders of the race. 
But for this the campaign would have been the most brilliant on 
record. As it was, -h&ever, the contest for the three leading 
ilositions by the other five clubs made it exceedingly interesting 
throughout, Xetv York’s final success giving a new impetus to the 
succeeding campaign of 188g. 

During the League championship season of ~888 an aggregate 
9 of 552 games were played, of tvhich 530 x’ere victories and defeats; 

and 22 were clrawn games, and two were won by forfeit. Of the 
552 games played and won, no less than 432 were won by single 
figure scores, and but 98 by double figures. A noteworthy feat- 
ure of the campaign was, that while the New York Club won the 
championship by 84 victor& c: to Chicago’s 77, with but 47 defeats 
to Chicago’s 58, they failed to scox as many runs in the aggre- 
gate as the Chicago r’luh did. hy 659 tn 725, the c’hicago’s major- 
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it)- of runs being 66. The Xew York Club’s score of runs, In 
fact, was exceeded by Detroit, Boston, and even Indianapolis, the 
latter’s aggregate of runs being 666. 

Below will he found a complete summary of the statistics of the 
I,Ftague campaign of 1888: 

I -  
/ 3  
1 5 
,* 

! 3  

;g 
-&-I --i l--- - -  I -__ 

Victories., ... 
Defeats.. ................................................... 

j S4 

Drawn Games 
/ 47 

..................... .I 7 
Total Games Played .............. 
Won by Forfeit 

.I I@ 

................... 
Lost by Forfeit 

j I 
.I 

Per Cent. of Victories 
Series Won ........................................................... 

/ .fiy 
. 

Series Lost 
i 5 

........................ 
SeriesTied.. 

.,.j I 
................... 

Series Unfinished 
,j 0 

.................... / 6 
Chicago Victories, 
Chicago Defeats ......................................................... 

.I 19 

.. I 
Home Victories I 

3 

Home Defeats I 44 ....................... 
Victories Abroad, 

23 
......... ........ 40 

Defeats Abroad. ... 
ExtraInnings Vlc~orikg::::::.....: .......... 

24 
2 

Extra Innings Defwts ............... 2 

Single Figure Victories ............ 
Single Figure Defeats 

70 
........ 44 

Double Figure Victories ........ : : .... 
Double Figure Defeats. 

1 ~3 
............. 

Batting Average 
j 4 

.................... 
Fielding Average 

,i.24( 
................... 

Highest Score in Games., 
j .(?I: 

Worst Defeat 
j 19 

. ... 
............................... 

~-II 

Won by One Run 
1::. :::I :::::::: 

21 
Lost bv One Run .... 
Total Runs Scored. ............. ..... I ;“c . “J- 

-.-_- 

.  

&  
ti 
(2 . . - I  

d 
3 

~ 

77 
jS 

13; 
0 

s51 
4 
I  

:  

I3 

4: 
23 
34 
32 

I 

5; 
45 
23 

Ii 

24’ 
90 

21 
! - I /  

I S  

7 

72’ --2 

v - m  

5, .  
-  

- 

9 
2 
2 .A 04 -- 
66 
68 

4 
[38 

0 

I 
L49 

2 

I  

;  

*3 

‘9 
3s 
30 
28 

39 
6 

2; 

9 
IO  

,  22* 

‘91 
14 

.--II 
IO  

16 
53 L 

2i 

Ii 
4X2 

The following is the record of the single figure victories scored 
in the League championship arena in 1888: 

SINGLE FIGURE; VIC-1-0~1: ES. , b$ 
2 

1 IJ 
is 

__-_.- - -. -- 
New York . . . . . . , . . . . . . . . . . . . . ‘. _ . . 
Philadelphi:i. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Roston., , . , , . . . . . . , . . . . * . . . . . . . * ’ 4 
Pittsburg. . . . . . , . . . . . . . , . . . . , . . . 7 m -__- .~ I--- ------ _-_-.- -- -- 



t 

. 

c SIx~xx Fx5x~E V ICTORIES  
1 

Chicago . . . c . . . . %. . . . . . . . . , e . . . . / 
Detroit. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 
Washington .,.e...* ..I....,. . .., 
Tndianapolis, *. . . . . , . . *. . . - I 

Defedts. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ; 43 
I I  

- - -  -1__1_-_- 

* One victor\- scored bv New York w;;s from a forfeited pame charged 
against the Pit&burg teat< as 9 to o, 

. a 

The following is the record of the doul?ie figure victories scored 
by the eight League clubs in the championship arena in 1888: 

4 
. I  

.  l 

F 

/ -  

Chicago . . . . . . . . . . . . . , . . . . . . . . i . . . 
Detroit . . . . ., . . . . L ~. . . . . . . . . . . . . / I 
NewYork _... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . I 
Tndianapolis.. . . %.. . . . . . . . . . r . . a 1 

3 
I 

Boston . . . . . ’ 2 
Plttshurg.......::‘..‘::::::::‘,:; 3 
Philadelphia . . ,. . . , . . . . . , . . . . . . j J 
Washington.. . . . . . _. . . . a. . . j I  

I_------ I  I_ I__ 

Defe:lis. _ l.. . . . . . . . . . . *. . . . . . 1 12 / - 
The following table presents tht 

won and lost in the Leqgue champ 

__ 

- - 

- - 
- 

gures of the st’/ jps of games 
i~bip arena in 1338. The - - 

ifztters “ IV ” and “ L" indicate Fames n-on and lost: 



___I_- - - - - - -  - - - - -  _l__-.-_l--_l-l___ - -  --_-.-__ 

S‘UI I  
CQ---GQOO~~NOOQ~V-~ -  -  0 0 -  -  -e ?-a N  VI0 0 
Yk”H”hYYk”““C “ “ “ “ “ “ “ “ “ “ “ “Y” “ ”  __--------.-.-______-_- _____.--.- 



BRAWN GAMES. 
_ 1 _ - -  _ I - -  . . - -  _ _ _ ”  _ . _ _ _  -  . . - _ _ _ l l l - _ ~ - - . - _ _ - - .  . _  

_ _ _  _ - w e - -  - - -  -  

I  

I  
i %  

I  

Date. Contesting Clubs, 1 Cities. Pitchers. 
1 2  cj’ 

I  i-2 &  

I  jE cx 
I_y _..- .  “ .  .  _ - - - -  - -  . - - - - - - - - . - -  -e-m-_---- _1-1_-.- -^^ .-.-__ ~ i---- 
April 23 New York 29. C\Vas’ngt’n / XVrishin@‘n I MTtlch.. , . . . . O-Day! 13 I- I 
Aug. 1 
Sept. 

I3’Chicago v. New York. i ,New York., +ldwin.. , . . . Welch 121 j- 5 
3, Philadelphia 3. N. York, Yew York. ~?m.nriers . . . . . . . Keefe I I o- o 

L&lay 151 New York v. Pittsburg’Pittsburg . . /Kc&c,. . . ,.*. .Gdvin,11 
Aug. 8: Pittsburg v. F&o&on . . Boston , . . . . jit’rorris . . . . . . Sowdr-trG!Ir 

J- 3 

Sept. 2X3/ Detroit V. New York,. .I New York. iQrtzber.. . . ..‘TiIcomh/ IO 
-- 3 
$- 2 

--I----. __- ll_____l----_-_--_lll--__ - .-_--.__ --- _-_____- -- 

The f:)llowing is the r&d of the victories scored by the eight 
League Clubs on home grounds in the championship arena during 
1888: 

__-__- -~-~_---- .- - _.___ i- 
New York 

I 
..*..*..a*.* . ..I as...,. .*. 

Chica 
% 

o . . . . . . , . . . . , . . . . . *. . -. . . : 6 
pofi:ao;lphia D. =. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

*s...**..*.* . . . . . . ‘.*s*‘..* 
Detroit.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . a . . . . . , . . . 1 

% 
4 

Pittsburg . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . s . . . . 
Indianapolis . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . a 1 

3 
3 

Washington . , . _ , . . . , . . . . . . . . . . . , i I 
-___II_c _/--_ 

- - -  

i 

/  

I  -_ 

/  

I  
I  
I  

’ 

I  

,  

I  

- I -  
I  

,  50 i 4s ii294 ___-___--_ 

The record of victories on opp&ent’s grounds is as follows; 

^___-- .-___- _ - - - - -  _ __ ._, .  .  -  - . .  _ _ 1 _..--- 

New Yolk..... ..I .-..I . . . . a... ..;...a 
Chicago . o e . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . / 5 
Philauelphia. . *.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ’ I 
Boston............ . . . . . . . . . . ..*..i j 
Detroit . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . #. . . 
Pittsburg . . . . . . . . aIrC.h.a .**. *.*. i 
Indianapolis.. . * . . . . . , . . a. n l *. . ‘. . i 2 
Washington ,. = . . , . I . . . ..a*.*... j 3 

--.- i -- 
Games Lost.. . . . . , . . . . . . . B . . . . ..I 2J 

a 
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THE LESSONS. OF THE LEAGUE CAMPAIGN 
OF 1888. 

Among the noteworthy results of the League championship 
campaign of 1888 meriting special coniment as affording lessons 
to be profited by in the future, may be named, first, the success 
of the Eastern Club of New York, in winning the pennant 
from the West; secondly, that of the Chicago Club in attaining 
second place in the race in the face of drawbacks which, under 
any other management, would have sufficed to have left the Club 
among the tail-enders; and thirdly, the remarkable failure of tht: 
Bostc;)n Club to attain even one of the three leading positions in 
the race, after that club had incurred such a heavy expense in 
strengthening its team with “ star ” players. The success of the 
New York Ciub in winning the championship, introducing, as it 
did, a new possessor of the League pennant and its accompanying 
honors, may justly be regarded as an advantage to the geperal 
interests of the Xational Lea@e, inasmuch as it is anything but 
desirable that one club should, Season after season, carry off the 
honors, as the old Boston Club did in the early history of the pro- 
fessional championship contest; or as the Chicago Club has done 
in monopolizing the championship of the Yational League during 
the past thirteen years of its history. Such monopoly of the hon- 
ors of each season’s campaign, by one or two of the leading clubs 
of each year, materially lessens the public interest taken in the 
annual competition. Eesides which, it interferes, to a costly 
extent, with the financial prosperity of a majority of the compet- 
ing clubs. Now that a club, new to clwpionship honors, has 
replaced one of the monopolists, the other previously unsuccessful 
clubs will begin to entertain hopes of being able to ” get in at the 
tieath, ” as the fox hunters say, in future pennant races, if not this 
ensuing year, and thereby- a neM7 interest M-ill be imparted to corn- 
hg campaigns. 

A feature of the past campaign of 1S88 worthy of remark, too, 
is the fact of the surprisingly good work on the field accomplished 
by the so-called “ weaken&l Chicago team.” While this work 
was unquestionably due in a great measure to able management, 
the assisting element of “ temperance in the ranks ” had much to 
do with it, It is equally unquestionable that the very reverse had 
a great deal to do with the lamentable failure of the Boston team 
to follow up the success with which that club’s team opened the 
campaign. ‘The Contras. these two clubs presented in this special 
respect calls for the most earllest consideration of the vital yues- 
tion of insisting upon temperate habits in all the club teams dur- 
ing the period of the championship season each year. The evil 
of drunkenness among the professional teams is one which has 
grown upon the fraternity until it has become too costly an abuse 
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to be longer tolerated. Drunken professionals should be driven 
from service just as the crooks of a dozen years ago were, nevei’ 
to be allowed to return. Drunken players are not only a costl) 
drawback to success individually, but they permeate the whole 
baseball fraternity with a demoralizing influence. The fact is, 
professional basei-ball playing ha. G arrived at that point of excel- 
lence, and reazhert so advanced a position in regard to its financial 
poGhilities, that it will no longer pay, in any solitary respect, to 
aiiow players of drinking habits in first-class tea-ms. The de- 
mands of the game, as it is now played, are such as to require a 
player to have all his wits about him to play ball up to the’ stand- 
ard it has now reached. He needs the steadiest of nerves, the 
clearest eyesight, the most unclouded jtzdgment, and the healthiest 
physique to play the game as it is required to be done by the 
exacting public patrons of the present day. Another thing, the 
capitalists who have ventured thousands of dollars in baseball 
stock companies, can no longer allow their money to be risked. in 
teams which are weakened by the presence of men of drinking 
habits. Mr. Spalding’s plucky and most successful experiment 
has comAusively shown that a baseball team run on temperance 
principles can successfully compete with teams StrrJnger in other 
respects, but which are weakened by the toleration of drinking / 
habits in their ranks. Here is a lesson taught hy the campaign 
of 1888 which points a moral, if it does not adorn a tale, 

\ Another special lesson of the past campaign which was prac- 
tically illustrated by the Boston Club was, that star players do not 
make a winning team. The fact is, the pennant cannot be won 
by any costly c,ut,lay in securing the services of this, that, or the 
other “ lgre:;fest player in the country.” ?t is we11 managed and 
harmonious teams, not picked nines led by special. stars, which 
win in the long run. NOW and then-as there are exceptions in 
all cases-a picked nine will attain a certain degree of success. 
Rut for steady struggles for permanent success in-the professional 
thhampionship arena, team work of the very best, and admirably 
managed teams will alone achieve steady victory. The old 130~ 
ton teams under lIarry Wright, and the Chicago teams under 
Anson, arc a standing proof of this fact. Let the National 
League magnates ponder these truths earnestly. 

THE LEAGUE HTCMINGOF 1888. 
While there is no more reliable a record, by which to estimate a 

pitcher’s skiil in the box, than the figures showing the runs clean 
earned ofi the pitching; in the absence of such figures the best 
criterion is that of the record of victories and defeats pitched in, 
the percentage of victories to games played being the deciding 
point in awarding the pahn of superior work in the box. In 1888 
the pitchers Jvere handicapper by the absurd rule which charged 
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runs scored on bases on balls as ended runs, successive bases on 
balls giving an earned run to the batting side, even in the absence 
of a single base hit. To estimate a pitcher’s skill on such a basis 
is nonsense. As the scoring rules do not admit of the record of 
data showing runs clean earned off the pitching, and not off the 
fielding and pitching combined, we are obliged to make up a rec- 
ord of the percentage of victories as the only reliable figures at 
command on which to judge the pitching of the season. By and 
by the Committee of Conference will get out of the old rut in this 
respect, and then correct data will be available; until then we 
must do the best we can under the circumstances, and conse- 
quently the names of the pitchers of the League Clubs who took 
part in not less than ten games are appended, and these are placed _ - 
fn the order of the best fercentage of victories. 

PITCHERS. 

I Keefe .............................. 
2 Conway. ........................... 
3 Buffinton ........................... 
4 Sanders. ........................ 
5 Krock ........................... 
6 Titcomb .......................... 
7 Clarkson. ........... 
S Tener.. ...... :::..::.: ............. 
9 Welch ............................ 

ro Sowders. .......................... 
II Morris .......................... 
12 Van Haltren. ....... , ....... ...... 
13 &x.ley .............................. 
14 Km&k ............................ 
rj Galvifi. .................... ...... 
I6 Whitney. ...................... 
17 
xs 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 

Baldwin ............. ......... 
Gruber. .......................... 
Crane ............................... 
Casey ............... ............. 
Beatin ............................. 
Getzein ........................... 
Royie .............................. 
Madden. ........................... 

2s Widner .......................... 
26tQ’Day. .................... 

Shre<e ............................. 
Radbourxe ............... 
G!eason ........................ 

CLUB. 

New York, . . . . ., 
Detroit.. . . . . . . . . . 
Philadelphia. . 
Philadelphia. , . . 
Chicago . . . . . . . . . 
New York . . . . . I 
Boston ..I.. . . . . . . 
Chicago.. . . . . . . . . 
New York . . ..*. 
Exoston . . . . . . . . . . . 
Pittsburg . . I. I _ 
Chicago.. . . . . . . . 
Pittsbure __. . . . . 
Indianagolis . . . . . 
Pittsb& . . . . . . . . 
Washington.. . 
Chica&:. . . . . . . . . 
Detroit. _. I  .  .  .  .  1. 

New York.. . . . . . 
Philadelphia . . . . 
Detroit . . . . . . . . . . . 
Dt troit. . . . . . . . . . . 
Indianapolis . . . . . 
Boston . . . . . . . . 
Washington . . . . 
Washington.. . . . . 
Xndianapolis . . . . 
Boston. . . . . . . . . . . 
Philadclphi:i. . . . . 

- 

.  44 

3 

!  2 

I t  

’ 5 
IO 
14 
t-3 

20 
5 

19 
‘5 
21. 
II 
I2 
IO  

25 
21 
I_; 
13 

6 

19 
7 

26 
22 
12 
7 

31 
24 
IO  

17 

Some remarkable pitching was done during the season of I!%& 
alike in the American arena, as in the Ixague. The strategic 
work was up to a very high mark in the L&guc, and in this, 
Keefe, Conway, liuffinton, Clarkson, Welch, Galvin, and Morris 
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bore off the pa&, while in speed alone, Cr;ine of Ke\v York ex- 

The detailed record of victories and defeats pitched in during 
the championship campaign oj E 1388 by those who pitched in at 
!east five -victor&, is -as follows. The names are given in the 
order of most victories and fewest defeats: 

celled. 

VICTOKIES. 

. 

&d-e. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Clarkson .................... 
Con way ....................... 
Ruffintcm ...................... 
Morris ......................... 
‘Ll’elch 
Krock ............................................ : : 

. Sanders ........................ 
Sowders ........................ 
Whitney ...................... 
Getzein. ....................... 
O'Day ...................... 
Hoyle ........................... 
Titcornb ....................... 
Casey. ........................ 
Van ‘Haltrcn .................... 
B<ildwin .......... ........... 
Staley .......................... 
Gruber ...................... 
Shreve ......................... 
Nurdick ..................... 
Tener ........................... 
Madden ...................... 
Radbournc. ............... 
Gleason.. ..................... 
Crane. ....................... 
Reatin ......................... 

-- -- 
I 

A.2 
E 

I 

P 
3 

$2 - -! 
. . . ! I 
5 
5 I 
3 
6 

. * .I 
5 

I 

i 
3 
0 I 
I  

2 

. .s 

I  

;  
0 

2 

2 

I  

2 

0 

0 

r  

.  .  

0 - - -  - 

-_- 

l)EFEA?‘S, 

Tent r I ........................... I  

Crane ............................... 
Reatin ......................... I 1 
Tltcomb ........................... 
Sanders ...................... 3 

- 

!s 3 .* c u - 
. . 
0 
2 

I  

2 
-  

- 
I 
I I 

-i- 
I  .  

,  

I  -  

-- 

. 
$ 5 r - 
5 . . 
z 6 6 
3 
3 

3 
2 

i 
I 
2 

; 
.; 3 7 
2 . . 0. 
0 

0 

I  
-_ 

_-- 

2 .?I 

;  

6 
-  

5 
6 

.  .  .  

;  

f  
I  

2 

I  

.  .  .  

3 

;  

4 
2 

2 
I  

.  .  .  

3 
x 
I 

0 

2 

0 

1 

* .  .  
I_ 

-  

;  .3 

2 

2 
-  

0 

I  

..< 

3 
I - 

2 

0 

0 
-  
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Burdick ........................ 
Van Haltren .................... 
Keefe ........................... 
Staiey ......................... 
Madden ....................... 
.Gruber ......................... 
Conway ........................ 
Krock .......................... 
Buffinton. ...................... 
Sowders ........................ 
Bald win ........................ 
Radbourne ..................... 
Gleason ....................... 
Welch .......................... 
Casey .......................... 
Clarkson ....................... 
Whitney ....................... 
Boyle .............. 
Morris ................ .:‘1:‘:::: 
Shreve ....................... 
Galvin. ............... : : ........ 
Getzein, ........................ 
O'Day .................... I.-I----_. --- - Lll__l_ 

These pitching records not only present a tolerably fair criterion 
of a pitcher’s skill in the box- though of course not as reliable as 
the data of clean earned runs off his pitching or of clean hits made 
from it-but they afford an interesting and instructive record 
from which to judge of the success of a pitcher in defeating one 
particular team more frequently than he does another, and vice 
versa. In fact, experience has shown that no matter how effective 
a pitcher may be in a season’s work, it will be found that there is 
always one team which bothers him more than any other he has to 
face, just as shown in the above quoted instances, 

In regard to judging of a pitcher’s ability as a fielder in his 
position by the fielding averages of pitchers, the basis was made 
equally as unreliable as the estimate of earned runs was, owing to 
the fact that the data of the fielding averages of a pitcher were 
made up from the figures of “ assistance on strikes ” as well as 
from legitimate fielding assistances. For this reason the pitcher, 
who was really a poor fielder in his position in fielding balls from 
the bat, but who happened to be fortunate in striking batsmen out 
by his pitchinp- thereby getting a big record of pitching assist- 
xnces- became the leader in the pitcher’s fielding averages; while 
the pitcher who really excelled as a fielder when in the box, but 
who was not as fortunate in striking out his batting opponents, 
and therefore could not furnish as good a record of assistances on 
strikes, was set down in the fielding averages as a tail-ender, 



BASE RALL GUIDE, 25 

The individual club record of the pitching of ~$88 presents some 
interesting figures. For instance, we find that ‘while Chicago 
used no less than eleven pitchers during the championship season 
Philadelphia was content with but four. No less than twenty 
new pitchers entered the League season in 1888, and of these. 
Sanders of Philadelphia; Tener and Krock of Chicago; Sowders 
of Boston; Staley of Pittsburgh; Burdick of Indianapolis, and 
Widner of Washington, proved to be acquisitions. 

Below will be found the individual club pitching records for 
1888, showing the victories and defeats each club pitcher partici- 
pated in as an occupant of the box. The names given in italics 
are those of pitchers new to the League arena: 

EASTERN CLUBS. 

NEW YORK. 

Totals.. . . . . 
. *One game with Pittsbul 

--_I__ 

‘Totals.. . . . . . 
*One defeat with the Phi 
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22 
8 

PHILA- * 
DELPIIIA. B 

f 

$ -  
u ; 

5  g 
VI 

- - -  
w. L. w. L. 
- - - - -  -  

4 2 5 3 

I I 

3 2 3 2 
2 I 2 I 

w-. L. w. L. w. L. w. L. P. 
I__- - -  -_ 
Buffiaton. . . 3 4 - - - - -_--  - - - - -  I 
Sander9 

5 1 3 1 29 1s 44 
0 3 

Casey.:::::: I 5 
5 0 4 1 19 10 29 

Gleason. . . . . I 2 

---,:,~%1’f& Totals.. . . . . . ,II ,)l(Is/ 6-g~~-;~,;~~~ . -- 

hi 
42 .F4 z 
ko 5.i 
G u’ ‘P( 
A P-4 

-- -- 
w. 1.. w. L. 
-  - - - -_ 

2 2 7 2 

; ; 2  : 

0 3 3 1 
-e---v 

-. 
w. L. 
- -  - -  

Clarkson.. . . 5 4 
lsowders . . . 3 3 
Madden .*.. o 3 
Radbourne.. o 2 
Conway..... 0 0 

I 
-- -. 

Totals..... .ei S ,12 

cd .r( c 

$a 
a 

z 
&I 

2 .g 9 
u k % .d .“, 

G 
d % 22 
PI .” 

cl PI -.---- 
w. L. w. L. w. L. w. I;. 
- -me----  -  _-  -  

:i;q6-2 
4 2 2 4 2 

0 2 2 2 0 2 3 2 
I- 5 0 0 2 2 I 2  
00000010 
- -a-  I-- - --m-- 
7110 9110 IO 18 IO,8 ~_____- ~-- 

I/j .r( d 
z 
2 
9 3 

Totals. 

3 Ei 
w s 

-- -- 
II 

-- 
vv. L. w. L. 1 w. L. I?. 

- 
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z" fj 

, - - 

Lsw;. . . . . . . . . ..: . . 0  0 2 0 0 2 
Henderson . . 0  0 I 
*Maul . . . . . . . 0 0 0 

--- -- 
Totals.. . . . . . ‘I *9 II 

. - 
- 

-_ . 

9 

w. L. 
- -  - -  

4  4 
2 7 
0 2 
0 0 
0 I 
0  I 

- -  -Y 

6 *I 

v York w *One game with Ncv 
de1 phia thrown out. 

as forfeited, and one defeat with Phila- 

Daily.... . ..I o e 
Gilmore.. e . . I o 1 3 
Gveehg . . . ’ o o 
Haddock. . . . j 0 I 
Shaw . . . . . . . !o 0 

- _ 
I 

- )- 

I 

I 
I 

I 
-l- 
- 

0 I 
--I-- 
6  1x3 \ I_-- 

I f 
0  0 
0 0 
0 i 0  

9 ji0 
- -1 

-  

I  

-/- 
I 

_-  

I 
1  

I 

Ijl 

---e-w- 

.  

2 

J . P !  

;3 
i 

P I  E  
__I_- 

w .  L. 
I  

I  w .  /  I , .  
-_,- m-t - ”  

315 1’2 

1 1 
21s 3 3 
011 2,x 
012 I 0 

Y’ O 2 I 012 

001; ,oi; 

0  0 /+ 
- -  --,--‘- I I 

-- 



The retiring pitchers of the year were McCormick of Pittsburgh, 
Ferguson of Philadelphia, who died early in the season; Weid- 
man and Twitchell of Detroit; Shaw of Washington: Mattimorc 
of New York; Pyle and Sprague of Chicago; Leitner, ,!!:orrison 

e 

and Kirby of Indianapolis, and Stemmyer of Boston 

THE MONTHLY FUXQRDS. 
+ 

Thz month .of Apyi,I saw Boston taking the lead in the record 
of victories for that month, that club not sustaining a single de- 
feat in April. Chicago stood second, with New York and Pitts- ’ 
burgh tied in the number of victories and defeats credited and 
charged to each club, Detroit standing fifth, while Indianapolis, 
Philadelphia and Washington brought up the rear. 

fiz 2?ay Chicago led all the other teams in their victories that 
month ; Detroit being second, Philadelphia third, New York 
fourth, and Boston fifth, Indianapolis being sixth, with Pittsburgh 
and Washington tied for last place in the May record, Boston and 
Pittsburgh falling off badly this month. 

1e &?ZE Detroit won &e most victories, it being their best 
month’s work of the season, Chicago being second, Philadelphia 
third, New York fourth, Boston fifth, Washington sixth, with - 
Indianapolis seventh and Pittsburgh Xast, it being the latter club’s 
poorest month’s work of the campaign. 

1fzJu& the new rule of management, inaugurated by Mr. Day, 
placed New York in the front, and the result was that the 
“ Giants ” in. July made the best month’s record of the season, 
over 18 victor& to but five defeats; Detroit stood second on the 
list in July victories, with Pittsburgh third, the latter making a 
good rally in July; Indianapolis, too, played well. this month and 
stood fourth, Washington being fifth, and Chicago sixth, the latter 
taking a bad tumble, Philadelphia and Boston being the two last in 
July victories, Boston winning but five victories out of twenty=-two . 
games, that cIub’s worst monthly record. 

1% Azi+usf Boston rallied in brilliant style, scoring 16 victories 
out of 22 games, quite a contrast to their poor work in July; New .-..a9 
York was second, and Pittsburgh third, the latter doing better, 
even, than in July; Philadelphia stood fourth, Chicago fifth, 
Washington sixth, with Indianapolis seventh and Detroit last, the 
latter only winning five victories out of 21 games in August. 

1~ Se$feeit&er Chicago rallied well and went to the front in the 
record of the month’s victories, Pittsburgh being second, New 
York third, Detroit fourth--the latter rallying; Philadelphia sixth, 
with Indianapolis and Washington bringing up the rear. By the 
close of the month Xew York had virtually settled the questionwf _ 
the championship, and the only struggle left was that for second - 
pkKe. 



1~ iklobt t- I’hiladt~phi2 made its usual “ 5pur.t I’ at the finish, 
and that club won eight out of nine games in October, after gi.ving 
Chicago a close fight for second place, and came in a good third 
in the pennant race, New York was second in the October victo- 
ries, Boston third, Pittsburgh and \Vashington tied for fourth, 
Chicago was sixth--- that club gaining second position in the pen- 
nant race; Indianapolis and U7ashington being the two last. 
Here is the full recor4 of the monthly victories and defeats of the 
c;-tmpaign : 

----I -. 
New YOI-1%. . j -5 
Chicago.. . . . / 6 
Philadelphia 1 2 
Boston . . . . . . . j 9 
Detroit.. -, *. 3 
Pittsburg.. . . j 
Indiana! olisi 2 
Washington, I  

- - - - -  

- ..-_I-- -.. -- -- _ - ---_- -- --.. - _-- m1.--., _- -... --_.--_ ____ 



2’ 
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Looking over the League averages, and taking those players 
who have taken part in a majority of the championship contests 
of the season, we find the appended names among those occupy- 
ing the leading positions at the bat and in the field. 

Looking over the League averages, and taking those players 
who have taken part in a majority of the championship contests 
of the season, we find the appended names among those occupy- 
ing the leading positions at the bat and in the field. 

Of those who played in one hundred games and over in the Of those who played in one hundred games and over in the 
League championship arena, the following comprise the first ten League championship arena, the following comprise the first ten 
batsmen : batsmen : * * 
____- ____- 

I I I I 
. . 

BATS%EN. BAT.&%. CLUB. CLUB. l 

$ 

$j 

3 4 

--i I  A&n 1 iAnbn 
-p--w- -  -  

ziltyan.. 2irtjmb.X 

.......................... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ................ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Chicago Chicago ............. ............. 
.................... .  .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Chicago Chicago 

134 ,343 134 ,343 
................ ...... .......... 

3/K&y 3/K&y ........................... ........................... ...... ...... Boston. Boston. 
‘30 -331 ‘30 -331 

................ .... ............ 
41 Brouthcrs. 41 Brouthcrs. 

105 ,318 105 ,318 
................ ................ . . .......... ........ Detroit Detroit ................. ................. 

5,Ewing 5,Ewing ........................ ........................ ..... ..... New York New York 
~29 ,306 ~29 ,306 

............. ............. 
6’White. 6’White. .............................. ................. ............. Detroit Detroit ................. ......... ........ 
7 Jf)hnston 7 Jf>hnston 

2 l s 2 l s 
... ... ........................ ........................ Boston Boston ................ ................ S,Tiernan S,Tiernan 1.G :295 1.G :295 

........... ........... .............. .............. New York New York ............. ............. 
I~lgy-$o’ I~lgy-$o’ New York New York 

“3 .293 “3 .293 
............................................. ............................................. 134 -291 134 -291 r r IL IL .............................. ............. ......... ........ Best 0’7 Best 0’7 ................. ................. ‘35 J8.3 ‘35 J8.3 - - _____--__--I_ _____--__--I_ 

Of those who played in one hundund %&‘-in ‘tie- Of those who played in one hundund %&‘-in ‘t%e- 
League campaign, the fnil League campaign, the fnil ,,lowing are the first seven in fielding ,,lowing are the first seven in fielding 

____- P,Jcn’ . ps 
FIELDERS. POSITION. ’ CLUB. . e&Q ;a 

a+ GV-J 
g ;;3epd 
E @ 

q-4 

s 
86 D-4 

m-p- ,--- 

Anson . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . First Baseman.. . Chicago.. . . . . . . . . 
Richardson.. . . . i”.. Second Baseman, New York,. . . . ,. 

134. .9Q .3+3 
135 .g42 .22G 

Nash . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ,, Third B<lseman.. Boston . . . . . . . . . . . 104 .gr3 .2S3 
Glasscock.. . . . . . . . ..a 
Hornung . 

Short Stop,. . . . . . Indianapolis., . . . &.goo ,269 
..- . . . . *...a Left Fielder . . . . . Boston .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  

Slattery. . . . . . . . . . , . . . . . Center Fielder.. . New York.. . . . . . 
107 .947 -239 
10.3 917 ,245 

Tiernan . . . . . . . . . . . . ,Right Fielder. . New Yf:rk. . . . . . . I 13 gsg .293 

2 
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Of the pitchers who took part in 50 games and over, the follow- 
ing led in fielding averages: 

No pitcher or catcher played in :OO games. 
aq cn’ 
; zg 

PITCHERS. CLUB. . saQ+,j 
z 

cs CyJ 

E 
<4 $4 
z tiJ 

82 4 
-- 

Keef e r . . . . . . .  .  .  .  .  .  . . , , .  l . . *  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  New York . . . . . . . , . . . . . 51 .7Sg .x27 
Galvin .,.,............. L . . . . . . . - . . . . Pittsburg . . . . . . . . . . . . . 50 .755 l 143 
Morris .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  l .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  Pittsburg . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 54 ,732 .1o2 
Clarkson . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .-- . . . . Boston . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 54 -675 - 195 

Of the catchers who took part in 60 games and over, ;he fol- 
lowing led in fielding averages: 

CATCHERS. 

--I- 

Bennett . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Detroit ................. 72 .941 .263 
Daly . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Chicago. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  62 .8!30 .191 
Clements ............................ Philadelphia ........... 84 .874 .247 
Ewing .............................. New York ............. 78 .§6r .306 
Mack ................................ Washington ........... 79 .S43 ,186 
Miller .............................. Pittsburg .............. 68 ,805 .277 
Kelly ................................ Boston ................. 74 .796 .3’S 

THE BASE RUNNING RECORD. 

T~~cG ;f the League championship players who are credited 
with not less than 50 SUM.. *‘-Jnr\ bases in the pennant race, are as fol- 
lows: 

‘- 

BASE RUNNERS. CLUB. 

--- 
Hoy.. . . , , . . . . . , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Washington . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , . . . 136 82 
Seery .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  l .  .  _ .  . . *  .  .  .  .  lndianapolis . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.33 
Sunday . . . . . . . . . . , . . . . . . . . . . . Pittsburg.. . . . . . . . . . , . . . . . . . . . , 119 E 
Pfeffer. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Chicago . . . . , . . . . . . . , . . . . . . , . , . 136 64 
Ryan . . . . . . , . , . . . . . . . , . . . . . , , Chicago . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , . . . . . . . 130 60 ’ 
Fogarty , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Philadelph:a.. . . . . * . . . . . . . . . . . . 120 58 
Kelly . . . , . . , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Boston.. , . . . . . . . . . :. . , . . . , . . . . . IO; 56 
Ewing .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  *  .  .  .  l .  .  .  .  .  .  New York . . . . . a -............ 103 53 
Tiernan, , , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . INew York . . . . . . . . . . . . . * . . . . . . . 113 5” 

The above are the leaders in seven of the-eight League clubs. 
Hanlon led in the Detroit team, but he only scored 38 stolen 
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bases in 108 games., The Detroit team was singularly weak in 
this respect. 

Mr. R. M. Larner of Washington has made up an interesting 
tible from the figures of the League averages, which presents 
some very interesting statistics of the base running in the League 
during the championship season of 18% Mr. Larner says: 

“ The official averages of League players contain the number of 
bases stolen by each player during the season, but furnish no 
means of comparison between the clubs in that most important 
department of the game. A glance, however, shows that the 
three tail-end clubs possess the three most successful base-runners 
in the League, in I-Ioy of the Washingtons; Seery of Indianapolis, 
and Sunday of Pittsburgh, the latter of whom would @-obably 
have finished first had an accident not prevented him from play- 

&g during the last two weeks of the season.” 
The following table includes in its first column all those meth- 

ods of reaching first base, except the force-outs, which cannot be 
ascertained, and would not materially affect the record, in this 
comparison. Indianapolis and Washington still lead, Pittsburgh 
comes well to the front, pushing the next three clubs down a peg 
each, and the Phillies and Detroits keep their piaces at the foot: 

Indianapolis . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..* . . . . . . . . . . . . G39 350 220 
WashInt: ton.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , . . . . . . s . . 1,515 331 21s 
Pittsburg . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..r . . . . . . ‘9471 282 
New York 

‘91 
.  .  .  .  .  .  .  s .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  l .  

Boston. . . . 
19772 315 158 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
@ hicago . . . . . . . . 

1,719 292 170 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Philadelphia. . . , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
1,720 
M9 

2s5 166 
. . . . . * . . . . . . . 

D-trait . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . _  . . . . 1$4.3 I 
w5 qQ- 
19.3 I- 105 -  

Mr, Lamer says: ” The simple total of bases stolen is mis- 
leading as to a ciub’s proficiency in base running, since the strong 
3atting clubs having more men who reach first base have more‘ 

)h i antes to steal, and hence excel in totals, while in percentages 
they fall below clubs which are weaker in batting. The true 
measure is the relation between the number of bases stolen and 
the number of chances offered for the attempt, which is the whole 
number of those who reach first base, whether on hits, balls, 
errors, hits by pitcher, illegal delivery, or force-outs.” 

THE CLUB RECORD OF STOLEN BASES. 

The record in stolen tases in championship games, showing 
the first man of each club in base stealing for I&% is appended, 

c 

CLUBS. 

3 .  
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Taking the total bases stolen by each club nine as the criterion, 
Indianapolis takes the lead, with Washington second and New 
York third, followed by Chicago, Boston, Pittsburgh, Philadel- 
phia and Detroit in regular order, the latter club being the weak- 
est of the eight League teams in base running. Here is the rec- 
ord in full: 

INDIRNAl’O1~IS. BOS-L’ON. 

ui , ., 

PLAYERS. 

: I 

g 0: 
jg PLAILTERS. 

!$ a; 
E 2% 

$ $4 $ $6 
-- 

1 Seery ....... 133 So I Kelly 
- -/b 

....................... .......... 
2 McGeac$y 119 49 2 Brown 

105 !6 3 
............................. ...... 107 46 

3 Glasscock ................ 112 48 3 Johnston .................. 135 35 
4 Denny . .................... 126 32 4 Wise.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  104 33 
5 Hines ................... 132 31 5 Hornung ..... .-. ......... 107 29 . 
G Myers ................... 66 2S 5 Morrill ................... 134 21 

8 
Bossett ................... 12s 24 7 Nash.. ................... 1.35 20 
Daily ............... 57 15 S Quinn 

1 64 I I  9 Sutton 
....... ............. 3s 1a 

9 Esterbrook ............... ................... 2s IO 

Total ..................... 21s Total ..................... 253 

WASHIVGTON. PI 1’TS BU KG. 
. 

cd 
. 

PLAYERS. 
i ocd 

I 
. 

3% PLAYERS. B 
If 

$ gi;p? 23 
-- 

18 32 
-- 

I  Hov ...................... 136 S2 ! Sunday ................. 119 71 
.2 Wiimot .................. 119 46 2 Smith ..................... 130 32 
3 Donnelly ................. IIT 4-4 ,3 Dunlap ................... 81 24 
4 Daily ..................... 1x0 44 4 Miller ..................... 103 27 
5 Mack ..................... Sg 37 5 Beckley ................... 71 20 

6 Schock ................... 90 23 6 Carroll ................... 9ci IS 
7 Myers .................... 132 20 7 Kuehne.. ................. I$ 17 
8 Irwin ..................... 37 15 S  Coleman .................. 1x5 15 
91 O’Brien. ................. ‘33 10 91 Fields .................... 44, 9 

Total ..................... 3 1.5 Total ..................... --ii- 21 
.__ _- -__ 

NEW YORK. PHIl,ADEI.PHI~. I 
. . . 

PLAYERS. z g 

. 

PLAYERS. 
’ I 

c $g 
E -4s 

3 gp 3 * 
-- 

s yl 
-m 

I  Ewing .................... I O ;  5,~ I Fog-art .................. 120 $3 

2 Tiernan ................... 113 2 Delahanty. ............... 74 3S 
3 Ward 

52 
..................... 122 3Y 3 Andrews.. ............. 

4 Richardson 
.I 123 35 

.............. 135 35 4 Farrar 21 
5 Connor .................. 134 27 5 W*ood ...................................... 

.I 130 
10; 20 

6 Slattery ................. 103 26 5 Irwin ................... I 123 ‘9 I 
5 ~~~;urkc ............... IO? 25 f  Mulvey ................ 

y \;hitney ........................................ 
64 9 3 Sanders 

./ gg I8 
................... ! -57 13 

90 8 9 Bastian .................. I so 12 

Total ..................... 2% 1 Total ..................... 234 

- 

_ r .  

.A :  
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- 

CHICAGO. II DETROIT. 

PLAYEHS. 

1 .I ,: I I 

PLAYHRB. 

f/Pfefier... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .I 1361 64 II~/Hanlon l 
-  

3 Ryan . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

3 Burns ................... 
4 Anson.. ................ 
3 Williamson ............ . 
6 Van Haltren ............. 
r Duffy.. ,. . . . . . . . . .,... _ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ,. . 
23 Daly.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
19 Sullivan . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Total.. . . . ,. . . . . . . . , . 

The following table is for immediate reference. It shows the 
winning club for each season from I 87 I to 1888 inclusive; as also 
ithe manager of each of the champion clubs of each year: 

. 
2 

. 
2 

WINNING CLUB. M A N A G E R .  
‘Z 

0 44 

) ; :  

. *  

;  

1371 Athletic ..................................... 
9872 Boston 

’ Hayhurst 
..................... H. Wright. ............... 

~873 Boston.. ................... H. Wright 
;; 

................. 
rS74 Boston 

43 
.................... H. Wright ................. 

x875 Boston ..................... H. Wright.. 
52 

............... 
Spalding 

71 
~876 Chicagty .................... ............... 
IS77 Boston 

. . 52 
........... ........ H. Wright.. ............... 31 

x8713 Boston. .................... H. Wright .... ........... 
sS7g Providence ............... G. Wright 

41 
................. 

rS8o Chicago Anson. 
55 

.................... .................... 67 
ISSI Chicago .................... Anson ....... .......... 
arSS2 Chicago .................... Anson. 

T.. 56 
.................... 55 

18S3 Boston ................. H. Wright ................. 63 
1884 Providence ................ Bancroft. ................. 84 
1585 Chicago .................... Anson. ................... S7 
1586 Chicago ............ :. ....... Amon. .................. 
x887lDetroit 

go 
..................... 

~xSS8iNew York 
Watkins. ................. 79 

.... ........ Mutrie.. ................... S4 

- / - -  

ui 5 
x (  

-. 

7 
16 
IS 

8 
I4 
‘7 
19 
23 
IS 
28 

ii 
1 

25 1 

2 

1 

1 

47 I I  

It will be seen that in the old Professional Association the Bos- 
ton club won the pennant four times, and the Athletics once, 
while in the League the Chicago Club won it six times, the Bos- 
ton Club three times, the Providence Club twice, and the Detroit 
and New York once each. The best percentage of victories was 
made by the Boston Club in 1875, that being the best on record 
in professional club history. 
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THE CHAMPION LEAGUE TEAM OF 1888. 

Though the New York Club’s team for 1888 included over 
twenty different players, only seven of them took part in one hun- 
dred championship matches and over, and these were Richardson, 
135; Connor, 134; Ward, 122; Tiernan, 113; O’Rourke, 107; 
Ewing, 103, and Slattery, 103; Whitney took part in 90; Gore 
in 64; Keefe in 51; Welch in 47; Foster in 37; Murphy in 28; 
Hatfield in 27; Titcomb in 23; Brown in 17, and Crane’ in but I I. 
All the others played in less than ten games. The first nine were 
Keefe p, Ewing c, Connor lb, Richardson 2b, Whitney, gb, 
Ward ss, O’Rourke If, Slattery cf, and Tiernan, rf, these playing 
the nine positions respectively. The appended table presents an 
interesting epitome of the work done on the field by the Xew 
York team in the championship contests of the past season: 

Nsw Y O R K .  

Z’S. 
$ 

u .e.l 

6 

;;fDaliy .  .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  8 
.............................. I I  

Drawn Games ........................ I 
Series Won .......................... 0 
Series Lost .......................... r 
Series Unfinished ................... 1 
Victories by Forfeit . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  0 

*‘ Chicago ” Victories ................ z 
“ Chica o ” Defeats 

B 
L .................. 

Single igure Victories .............. ; 
Single Figure Defeats ............... I  I  

. Double Figure Victories ............. 3 
Double Figure Defeats .............. o 
Extra Innings Games ................ 
Victories at Home ................... i 
Defeats at Home ................... 5 
Victories Abroad .................... 
Defeats Abroad . , d . . ............. .I 

- - -  

ci .r( 
z 
PC 

3 ! 
cd 

5 

I 
% 

m- - - -  

14 
5 
I  

I 
0  
I 
0  
I  

0 

12 

4 
2 
I  

:  1 

f  i 

/ I 4 - - -  

- .- 

. 
8 % 
F8 1 I - -- 
12 

8 

0 

I  

0 

0 

0 

I  
I  

IO  

8 
2 

0 

3 

: :  

7 

3 -  - 

- - 

; ,r( 
g 

5 - mm 
I I  

7 
2 

I  

0 

I  

0 
2 

0 

I I  

5 
0 

2 

;  

3 

5 

4 - - 

- / 

do k 
2 
22 
.+A 
PI 
- 
IO  

7 
2 
0 

0 

I  

i 

ii 

7 
I  

0 

; ;  

4 
4 
3 - 

- - - 
. 

g 
ii .r( c , 
2 
I 3 -- - - - 
‘5 
4 
I  
I  

0 

I  

0 

6 

0 

14 
4 
2 
I  

r :  

3 
7 
1 - - - 

I  

19 
7: 
44 
13 
4 

4; 23 
40 

24 

THE PITCHING RECORD. 

The pitching record of the champion team of 1888 is worthy of 
note in regard to the figures showing the victories won and defeats 
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THE FULL LEAGUE RECQRD. 

The following record presents the scores of the total \*rcroriz:> 
won by every League Club each year since the National L~+~uF. 
was organized, the table presenting the figures of thirteerl WRSG 
utive seasons from 1876 to 1888 inclusive: 

I I 
-  

1876 1877 ISIS 1879 IS& 1881 ISSZ ISS~ 
---c__w--- 

Chicago .... 52 18 30 44 67 56 55 59 
Boston ..... 39 31 41 49 40 3s 45 63 
Providence .......... 38 55 52 47 53 9 
Detroit .. .:. .................... 41 42 40 
Buffalo,. ............... 44 24 45 45 52 

Cleveland. 
NewYork ............ .:I. :::: 

24 47 36 42 5s 
. .... .... .. . . ... 46 

Philad’lphia ........................... 17 

St. Louis.. . 45 rg ........................ 
Cincinnati 

.......... ..?. 1::: 
37 $3 21 . . . . . . . . . . .  

Troy . ... 19 41 39 3s l **’ 

Worcester .................. 40 32 18 . . . .  

Washington .............................. 
Indianapolis ........ 24 .. .; ........ 
Hartford .... 47 24 ........... . . .... :::: 
Louisville.. 30 23 . . .  . ; .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

fittsburg ................................. 
Athletic ..... 14 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Mutual 
.......... 

21 

Syracuse ... 1::: .I:. ‘ i i ’ .............. 
. . . . . . . .  

........ 
Milwaukee .... .... 15 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Kansas City ................................ 
--Pm -- 

TotaIs .... 257 12~ 1~8; 28s Fig 334 390 

- 

8% 
- 
62 
73 
84 

z”, 
35 
62 
39 
..I 
. . 

I..< 
. . 

t.. 
t.. 
. . 

I.. 
. . 

B.. 
8.. 
,.. 
I . . 
I.. 
- 

.  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  
I * * “ *  

t  ‘p 
.ev 

.  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  5’ !  <q, \  

Ill :  

2 

.  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  . . - . ‘ . . * . i  
:  

I  ,p-  . * .  .so i .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  

I  
.  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  . . * *  ‘*->.f 

I I I 
i 

.  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  ..e.i”.. I  t  

.  .  .  .  .  .  .  291.. :  
- - -  -  j ___ + 

147 1444 1448 152’ !5i 
_--_- e t - -  

THE COMPLETE RECORD. 

Following is a summary showing the results of eacl 
paign since the organization of the League: 

1876. 
I . 

Chicago.. . . . . . . . . . . . . , 52 14 .@8 Louisville. . . . . . . . . . . . , 
Hartford. *. . . . . . . . . . . . 47 21 .691 Mutual.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . , 
St. Louis.. . . . . . . . . . . . . 45 19 .703 Athletic,. . . . . . _. . . . . ., 
Boston . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 39 31 .557 ICincinnati ..* . . . . . . . . . 

year’s zim- 

- 
. 
g 
3 - 
36 
21 

14 
9 - 
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16$3. 
- 

1879. 

Providence ........ 55 
Boston ................ 49 
Chicago ............... 44 
Buffalo.. .............. 44 

1880. 

Chica o. 
Provi % 

............. 
ence ........... 

Cleveland ............. 
Troy .... ;-. ............ I 

I  

1881. 

Chicago. .............. 
Providence .......... 
Buff alo ................ 
Detroit. ........................ 

1882. 

Chrca o 
% 

............... 
Provi ence ............ 
Buffalo . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Boston ........... 

Chicago. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
45 *539 
50 .+79 

3 
8 I.408 

1 lJ73 

Providence.. . . . . . . . . . 
Boston . . . . . . . . . 
Buffalo:::: ..‘... . . . . . . 
Chicago. . . . . 

._-- -- -- -_ ._- _-- -- 
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188j. 

Chicano. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Providence . . . . . . . . . . . 

I 886. 

ifi%? 
.............................. 

................ 
New York ............ 
Philadelphia .......... 

Detroit ................ 
Philadelphia .......... 
Chicago ............... 
New York . . . . . . . . . . . .  

1888‘ 
_ _ _ _ - . - .  .  .  _  “ -  . _ _ _  _  -  . _  -  , - - - - - .  . I . _ .  - -  

A summary of the above shows that the Chicago club won the 
championship six times; the Boston club three times; the Provi- 
dence club twice, and the Detroit and New York clubs once each. 
The Chic!igo club has the ‘.a -t record of a single season-go vic- 
tories and 34 defeats-an<*’ he highest percentage of victories 
‘. 798. The only clubs which played in every single season were 
the Chicago and Boston clubs. 
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Tt=lE LEAGUE AYE-RAGES FOR 18881 
The followfng is the official batting record of players member8 of 

League Clubs who have taken part in fifteen or more championship 
games. 

1 Anson...... 
2 Beckley . . . . 
3 Ryan... . . . . . 
4 Kelly.. . . . . . 

i 
Ewing.. . . . . . 

’ Bronthers.. , 

7s 
uinn..... . 

% hite. . . . . . . 
6 Johnston.. . . 
9 Tiernan . . . . 

Ic, Conner . . . . . 
11 Richardson. 

I2 { %;h!.:!t::: 
13 Duffy.... . . 
:g 9%ze;pson.. 

. . . . . . . 

l6 i 
Rowe. . . . . . . 
Miller.. . . . . 

17 Conway.. z 
18 Hoy.. . . . . . . . 
191 j Buckley. . . . 

/ 1 O’Rourke.. . 
20 Brown . . . . . . 
21 Ulasscock.. . 
22 1 Hanlon..,... 

’ 1 McGuire.. . . . 
23 Bennett... . . 

(Dunlap....., 
24( 1 Denny.. . . . . , 

Nicholeon.. 
Sntciiffe. . . . q 
yp;. . . . . . . I 

. . . . .a.. , 

i 
Williamson. 
Beaton.... .( 
Pfeffer.. . . . . , 
Uanzell . . ..*q 
Clements.. . . 
Brown . . , 

l .  .  .  .  .  .  .  

Farrar.. . . . 

. 

. 
. 
. 
i 
. 

. 

. 

. 

. 
1. / 
. 
. 
. . 
. . 
* -  
. I 
: ; 
. 
. I 
. I 
. 
. 1  

: ; 
. 1 

: ; 
. I 
. . 
, ( 
I I 

: i 
, ( 
. 1 

. z 

I - 
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Sanders.. . . 

Twitchell.. . , 
36 Carroll.. . . . . q 
87 Baaeett...... 

50 
61 

62 

53 

54 

Sunday.. . . . . , 
Farrell.. . . . . . 

1 Wood.. .*. . < 
-1 $;;Ernan.. . . , 

i 
’ . . . . . . . . . * 

Heal 
ii 

. . . . . . . . 
Dele flnty , , 
Richardson.. 

1 
Daily.. . . . . . . . 
O’Brien.. . . . . 
Wilmot.. . . . q 
I)ral;;mple.. . 

IrR in*.*.‘.‘.* 1.’ , 
g?$Iyy . . . . . . . . 

. . . . . . . . a 
M&&achy.. . 
IMxxbrook,. 
Whitney.. . . . 

j 
Sutton.. . . . 
Daily.. . . . . . .: 

55 1 
&kllvey.. . , . . . 
Radbourne . . 

j Clevelaud.. , , 
1 ~~r~~f3rge.. 

Ma.* i 
3it l .  .  .  .  .  

.  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  

afyers.. . . . . . . 
Smith... . . . ., 
Hallman . . . . 
Glea? on.. . . . . 
Campau.. . . . . 

63 1 i%%:$?.*. 1: 
64 Donnelly . . . . 

Philadelphia.. 57 236 27 0.47 
)etroit., . . . . . . 45 167 l 14 0.31 
Xew York.. . . 103 391 49 0.47 
Detroit.. . . . . . , 130 524 71 0.54 
Bttsburg.. . . , 96 36% 61 0.62 
kdianapolis l . 128 481 57 d.44 
Boston.. l . . , . . 107 431 61 0.57 

104 417 66 0.6+? 
134 4% 60 0.44 

Philadelphia.. 123 524 74 0 .a 
Indianapolis.. 661248 35 0.5: 

Zhic;;o.. . . . :: 48 7s 314 169 40 15 0.31 0.5: 
Philadelphia.. F26 451 71 0.5s 
FitwFurg.. . . . . 137 520 60 0.44 

, . . . . II9 501 68 0.5i 
Chicago.. . . . . . 63 241 34 
Philadelphia.. 105 429 67 

0.54 
0.6: 

E?;;;;zrg. . , . . . . . , . , . . 115 40 434 148 4ti 18 0.4: 0.41 

Indianapolis. . 37 131 14 0.38 
Philadelphia., 74 290 40 0.54 
New York.. . . . 135 561 82 0.6( 
Washington . . 110 453 56 0,s 

bb 
bb :: 

133 528 42 0.31 
119 473 61 0.51 

Pittsburg.. . . . . 66 223 19 0.32 
Washington . . 37 126 14 0.3 
=hiiadelphia.. 
&ifanapolis.. 

124 444 51 0.41 
133 500 87 O..R 

YewYork..... 64 254 37 0.5: 
Indianapolis.. 118 452 45 0.3E 
Yew ‘iork .*:: 

64 246 21 0.3: 
90323 2-8 0.31 

3oston . . . . . . . . 28 110 16 0.57 
ndign&polis.. 57 202 14 0.24 
Philadelphia. . 99 394 37 0.37 
3oston.. . . ., . . 24 ‘79 6 0.2: 
?. Y. & Pitt&. 40 145 17 0.42 
ndianapolie., 29 112 II 0.36 
Chicago.. . . . . . 20 75 13 O&F 

. . . . . . . 2? 94 17 0.62 
smton . . . . . . . 21 79 5 0.24 
washin @on . . 122 428 43 0.3t 
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NAME. 

kj 

2 - P-v- 
65 Wider. . . . . 
66 Moirill.., . . . . 
07 ArundeL.. . . . 

Clarkson 
68 { Fielde... .:::: 
6g 

i 
Schriver . . . . . 
McShannic.. 

70 
?‘I 

Batitim.. . c. 

;’ 
Daily.. . . . . . . 
gM;h.... . . 

74 SchocG:: .*.-.-: 
7s 

j 
Fuller.. l . . . . 
Shrew.... . 

76 ~~intkrn~~~~~ 

?? 
i Hatfield...... 

78 
O’Rourke.. . . 
BJfIInton. -. . 

79 
NJ 

Whitney.. . , . 
Murphy,. . . . . 

81 yudsd~;n.. . . 

i 
. . m... 

Krock..... . 

i 
Ihy33y.. . . . . 

. . . . . . . 
Glenn ..m.* . . 
Ca0ey.. . . . . , , 
lM.d~eps. 2% 

Burdicki:::. 
Foster . . . . . . 
Boyle. . . . . . . . 
Galvin...,... 
Gruber.. . . . . 

. . . , . , . . 92 
O*Day 

93 
Waley . . . . . . . 
Keef+. . , . . . . , 

94 Titcomb.. . . 
95 l!uTmd3s... . . 

CLm3. 

m--m- 
~o~thi@3xl . . 

. . . . . . . . 
zo;t.&zgtm . . 

Pitt&~11 11: 
Philadelphia., 
Pittsbmz.. . . . 
Philadelphia.. 
Chicago.. . . . . . 
New York..... 
Wasy,ngton . . 

. . 

KndiLapolis l 

Chicago.. . . . 1’ 
~I~o~ork. . . . 

. . . . . . . 
Philadelphia.. 
rt.hp.,sp . , 

. . . . 
Bc:ton. . . . . . . 

. . . . . . 
Chicago.. . . . 
reyr$gton . . 1 - 
ioeton l * * .  .  .  .  

Phil~d&%%, 1 
Chicago.. . . . 
Bosxm........ 
Indianapolis.. 
New York.. . . . 
[fdimapolis. 
Pl;t;&~g.. . . . . 

W&hini&% 1: 
Rttt3tmrgm.. . . . 
Xew,‘York.. . . 

. , . . . . . 
Kttsburg.. . . . . 

w--m- - -  -  

15 60 4 05 12 .m 
.34 436 600.43 96 .I97 
16 51 20.12 IO .~gfj 
54 2oI.5 200.37 40 ,195 
44 lb9 22 0 50 33 .1g5 

39 134 15 0.38 26 .194 
26 98 50.19 
8fi 275 

19 .19A 
310.38 53 .I92 

65219 340.52 4: .lgi 
4'T 169 16 0.34 32 ,189 
85 300 490.57 56 .186 
90 31'7 46 0.51 58 ,183 
49 170 11 0.22 31 l&2 , 
3b 115 10 0.28 21 ,182 
22 77 602? 14.181 
2’7 1% ? 0 26 19 181 
20 74 30*:5 13..175 
44 156 13’0 29 27 .173 
42 141 13 0 31 24 .lq,O 

;;X& 
19 6; 

lLO.39 90 32 18.169 18 .168 
7'0.36 11 .164 

39134 90.2& 22 .1&i 
34 127 60.17 20 .157 
16 55' 50.31 9 .m7 
19 65 80.42 10 ,154 
33 I18 11 0.33 18 ,152 
30106 l10.37 16 .151 
%122 
201 68 

14 0 40 18 147 
6 0 30 10 -147 

h'i' 136 150;40 211 1147 
37 125 18 0.35 18 144 
EO 175 60.12 25 ,143 
27 92 E 0.29 13 l 141 
47 16b 60.12 23 .138 
24 85 60.25 11 129 
51 181 100.19 23 .I27 
23 82 60.26 10 .122 
54 186 120.2: 19 .102 

. - - - A  -  

12 0.80 10.02 
135 1.00 210.x5 
120.75 10.06 

53 0.98 ~io.09 
47 l.c@ 9 0.m 
36 0.92 2 0.05 
20N0.77 30 II 
620.77 1s.) 15 & 
540 83 100 15 
42 0 89 4 o 08 
770.90 so 36 
7? o.t5 23 0.25 
38 O.‘i’7 6 0.12 
240.66 50.14 
170.77 1 o.c.4 
200.74 8o.29 
13 kJ:65 2 0.10 
32 0.72 IO.02 
27 0 64 3 0.07 
20 0.71 3 0.10 
28 1.00 3 0.11 
no 58 40.21 
25064 10.02 
230.67 20.06 
100 63 00.00 
120 6$ 00.00 

EE 2: 
200:57 1o:C?3 
II 0.55 oo.eo 
27 0.73 1m.3!5 
210.57 10 @3 
Yl ;.t; U&0$ 

2:O'53 30 013 
120:50 20:08 
330.64 3 0.06 
1310 56 5 0 21 
do:421 2 0.04 
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SHORT STO?S. 

VP--- 
1 Denny.. . . . . . . . . . . . 
2 Kuhne . . . . . . . . . . . . 

( Smith.. . . . . . . . . . . . 
1 Glasscock,... . . . . . 

3 j Irwin. . . . . . . . . . . . . 

L 
Shock . . . . ..,.**.. 
Sutcliffe . . . . . . . . . . 

t g&Uiamson.. . . . . . . . , . . . . . . . . . . . . 
6 Ray ..‘...*. ..* . . . . * 
7’ Roye . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
; Ir;;s$. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
10 Fuller . . . . 

em--- 

Indianapolis ....... 
Pit!fburg .......... 

.......... 
Indianapolis ....... 
Philadelphia ....... 
Washington ........ 
Detroit ............. 
Chicago. ........... 
BoBton.. ........... 

DetYoit 
. . . . . . . . . . . . .  

............. 
Washington ........ 
New York.. ....... 
Washington ... 

.  

.  

.  

.  

I .  

1. 

b .  

I .  

1. 

1. 

1. 

.  

-  

FXELDERS. 

O’Rourke.. . . . . . . . 1 New Yolk . . . . . . . . . . - 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

1 Tiernan bb ..................... 
Glenn.. ............ Bo&m ............ 
Sanders ........... Philadelphia ........ 
pagyE ........... Boaton .............. 

............... PittBburg ............ 
0 Seer 
7 Sun if 

.............. Indianapolis ........ 
ay ........... Pitteturg ............ 

8 
i 

Campau ........... Detroit .... 
McGeachy 

: 
......... Indianapolls ................. 

9 Pettit .............. Chicago. ............ 
.lO Fogarty ............ Philadelphia. ....... 

l1 j 
Sullivan ............ Chicago.. ........... 
Coleman ........... Pittsburg .......... 

12 j Slattery 
t Hanlon ....................... 

~~t~o~ork ....................... 

13 Miller .............. Pittf3burg ........... 
14 Daily .............. Washington.. ....... 

‘5 
16 

-t 
Hines .............. Indianapolis ....... 
Delehanty. ........ Philadelphia ........ 
Duffy.. ............ Chicago ............. 

;; I&;;irnple ......... Pit;sburg . .:. ........ 
.............. Philadelphia. ....... 

- 

19 Andrewe 66 ........... ........ 
2O Johnston ......... 

l-Y 
Bosto? .............. 

................ Washington,. ....... 
21 Brown ............ Boaton .............. 
22 Shock,. ........... Washington ......... 
23 Fields . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Pittaburg ........... 
24 Twitchell.. ........ Detroit ............. 
25 Farrell. ........ Chicago ......... I  

-  

vv- 

% 65 83 14 
63 112 159 25 
74 90 246 37 

109 201 334 59 
121 204 374 64 

52 84 168 28 
24 39 88 14 

132 120 375 62 
89 1’79 271 5’7 
47 58 130 26 

105 133 312 ‘72 
27 54 87 23 

122 185 331 86 
47 67 140 38 

87 130 13 6 

% 2; l6 2 8 2 
25 38 5 2 

% % lo g 
133 258 1: 1; 
119 292 27 21 

70 101 10 8 

1;; 1:; 27 8 16 4 
116 239 26 20 

75 114 13 10 
90 160 20 14 

m; g; 1; ;y 

32 58 ‘7 6 
100 179 19 19 
1;; 2;; 1; 2; 

67 103 19 12 
57 80 9 9 

103 175 15 20 
123 210 23 25 
135 286 30 36 
136 296 26 37 
1;; 

2: 

1;; 1; 2; 

49 6 7’ 



FIELDERS' AVERAGES- C~hh~d. 

Ddmk... 
Chicago. , . . 

E PQ gj 
2 

g a g 5 
g g g g 

.-e 

! 1-i 

----- 
,. . . . . . . . . $ A?! 
. . . 

3; g 

. . . . 9 12 
n .  ,  .  .  .  .  .  l .  19 41 
. . . . . . , , . . 5 1% 
. . . . . . . . . . 19 
. . . . . . . *.. 4 18 

.  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  l 

. . . . , . . . . . : 2 

Van Haltren 
2q willnot.?.. .I::::: 

b4 - . . . . 
Washingto 

29 l?o&er.. . . . . . . . . . . . . New York 
30 Scheffler.. . . . . . . . . . . Detroit.. . . 
31 Ciore . . . . . . . . . . . . . . New York 
32 Carroll.. . . . . . . . . . . Pittgbnrg*, 
33 Kelly.. . . . . . . . . . . . , Boston.. . . 

-i- 102~.882 

3%: 2372 
81 ,851 
59 ,847 

110 .836 
57 ,824 
44 m7 

CATCHERS’ AVERAGES. 

i 

:W 

i0 
i6 
!6 

50 
39 
16 - 

CLUB. 

m-7. 
Detroit .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  l * ,  

46 
a.. .  .  .  .  .  9.. 

Chica 0 
f 

. . . . . . . . . . 
Witw&p~a..... 

. . . . . . 
Detroit.. . . . . . . . . 
[ndianapolis. l . . . 
Chicago. . . . . . . . . . 
Wasv6ngton.. . . . 

. . . . . 
New York.. . . . . . 
Chicago.. . . . . . . . . 
lndianapolie.. . . . 
E3mgg. . . . . . . . 

. . . . . . . . . . 4 b6 . . . . . . . . a.4 

~~&an.xY~rfi~. . . . . 7 . . . . e., 
Chicago e . . . .  .  .  l *a 

Philadelphia.. . . 
Washington.. . . 

I NAME. 

&  

ii 

@! 
-v-=-p- 

1 Bennett.. ........ 
$3 Ganzell~., ........ 
3 Daily ............ 
4 
g 

CleFents . 
Em&g 

........................ 
..’ 

. t  

7 Mym3 . . . . . . . . . .  

8 Flint ........... 
9 Mack ........... 

lo { Murphy::: 
Deaaley - 

. . .. 1:: 
11 Darling ........ 
12 Duckley ....... 
3 Miller .......... 
;; $;~;urke 

.................... 
16 KelPf ............ 
l? Carroll ......... 
18 Daily.. .......... 
19 Brown.. ....... 
20 Farrell ......... 
21 Schriver ........ 
22 Arundel.. ...... 



, 



BATTING AND FIELDING RECORD 

Of Clubs, Members of the National League of Professional B. B. Clubs. 
I 

SEAiON OF 1ss8. 

CLUB. 

. r% 
23 \ 
fx ---- 

1 New York.. . 
2 Chicago.... . . 
3 Philadelphia. 
4 f3oE3ton.. . . . . . 
5 Detroit... . . . . . 
6 Indianapolis . 
7 Pittebwg. . . . 
8 Waehingron.. 

-  

I  

!  
I  

- -  

.  

.  

.  

.  

.  

.  

.  
-  

td 
BATTIH G. l?IELDlNG. b 

475 
4611 
4491 
483 
485 
467 
462 
454 

, 

- - 
I4 
18 
18 

51 
16 - 

4%2 205 302 6921 .864 
409 200 289 b%% .StX 
429 14.4 209 6431 ,879 
520 162 2’70 6892 .861 
474 128 181 6534 .880 
404 159 225 6421 ,876 
453 189 296 6580 .b57 
5‘22 173 313 6567 A346 -* 

* 1 game forfeited to Philadelphia. 9 1 game forfeited to New York. 
TIE GAINEEL- New York 7, Chicago 1, Philadelphia 1, Boaton 3, Detroit 3, PittBburg 4, Indianapolis 1, Washington 2. $ 
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THE VETERANS OF THE LEAGUE. 
Those of the players who have taken part in League contests 

nor not less than ten years are entitled to the honor of belonging 
to the ranks of the veterans of the League, and they include the 
following representative players, the majority of whom are now in 
League Clubs: 

t 
5 

NAME. % 
5: 

QZ 
2; 

25 a 
Adrian C. Anson. 
James O’Rourke 

................................. -ii 
.......... ......................... 13 

JameeL. Whih.. .. ........................... 13 
Paul Eines. ............ ....................... 13 
E. B. Sutton ...................... ................. 13 
John F. Norrill.. .................................. 
~ h..j~ f.e$rdock . . ................................. ;; 

........ 
A.* Galrymple 

...... ....................... .~ 
:i 

Joeeph Start 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  11 

E. X Williamson . . 
Gee. I?. Gore 

............................. 11 
. .................................... 10 

Hardy Richardeon .... - ........................... 10 
John W. GlaaB,xck 

...................... 1: 1: 
.................................. 10 

Chag. W. Bennett. 10 
J$gpgliF.ung ................................... 10 

$$&Co;~ick 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

...... ‘:::..;. ................. 
@lo 

10 
. . ............... . . . ............... 10 

Of these Sutton, Dalrymple, Burdock and Force are in the ser- 
vice of minor League Clubs, while the retired players include 
Start and McCormick. 

Those who have played for less than ten years and not less than 
seven include the following second class of veterans, the first class* 
being limited to players who have a credit of a decade of service: 

DenniB BrotitherB .............................. *. 9 845 3578 1267 ,354 
Rudger Connor .................................... 9 943 3870 1309 .33$ 
J. C. Rowe . ...................... ............ 9 827 3548 1067 .300 
Geo. A. Wood ........... ........................... 9 854 3677 1024 .27$ 
M. C. Dorgan ..................................... 9 650 2719 756 .27? 
ThornaB Burns .................................... 9 900 3597 990 .2’75 
EdwIn XIanlon ...................................... 9 893 3629 972 267 
Jno. K Ward ..................................... 9 1046 4403 1169 .265 
A. A. Irwin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  9 796 3136 796 .254 
$loti,;T;#ll . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  9 729 3048 776 .254 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  9 491 1817 433 ,238 
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B. Gilligan. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Jots F. Gdvin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Wm. Ewing ...................................... 
Fred Dunlap ................................... 
P. Gillespie .................................... 
ThornaB York 
~ObertFer~ut~n.......:~~:~::~ ....... 

................... 
.................. 

JaB. E. Whitney ......................... ......... 
Jeremiah Denny .................................... 
Chas. Radbourn. .................................. 
George Sh8ffer ..................................... 
Sam W. Wise ....................................... 
Jno. E. Clapp ...................................... 
w. A. Purceil.. .................................... 
J. P. CaeEidy ....................................... 
J. J. Gerhardt. ................................... 
Gee. E. Weidman.. ............................... 

Of the above Gillespie, Dorgan, Clapp, York, Ferguson and. 
Cassidy have retired from field service. 

One of the most interesting records of the games played in the 
professional arena during the past eighteen years of the existence, 
first of the old National Association from 1871 to 1875 inclusive, 
and then of the National League from 1876 to 1888 inclusive, is 
that of the contests each year between the rival Boston and Chi- 
cago clubs, the former winning the pennant in 1872, ‘73, ‘74, ‘75, 
‘77 and ‘78, and also in 1883; while Chicago won it in 1876 and 
in 1880, ‘81, ‘82, ‘Ss and ‘S6. As a matter for interesting refer- 
ence, we give’ below the full record of victories and defeats scored 
by the two clubs from 1871 to 1888 inclusive. The Chicago Club 
did not play in 187~ 7 and 1873 having been burned out in the 
great fire of ‘71. 
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THE L&AGUE5 PRESIDENT. 
The close of the League campaign of 1888 saw the President of 

the League, Mr. N. IX. Young, enter upon a new era in the his- 
tory of his official duties, first as Secretary, then as President-Sec- 
retary, two positions he has so faithfully and efficiently filled since 
the organization of the ‘League, Mr. Young was prominent in 
organizing the first professional National Association; and but for 
him Mr. Chadwick would not have been able to have carried out . 
his project of dividing the baseball fraternity into the two officially 
recognized classes which he did when he started the first profes- 
sional Association in 1871. From that year to 1875 inclusive, 
Mr. Young acted as Secretary of the old National Association, 
and when it was superseded by the National League in 1876 he 
was elected Secretary of the new organization, Mr. Bulkely, the 
present Governor of Connecticut, being the League’s first Presi- 
dent. Mr. Young was also Secretary under the Presidency of Mr. 
A. G. Mills, and when that gentleman resigned, the worthy Secre- 
tary was elected to the joint offices of President, Secretary and 
Treasurer of the League, and this position he has most capably 

- 
- w 

filled ever since. 
A Washington journalist has this well-merited compliment to say 

of the veterG: W 
a w 

“ The rugged honesty of the League president is a matter with 
which those interested in base ball have long been familiar. His 
residence is in Washington, and he was for years a player and 
umpire, having all the ups and downs usual to their lot, but he is 
now in very comfortable circumstances. The duties of his office 
require a cool-headed man, able to do justice to all without fear or 
favor. It is singularly trying at times, but though the intense 
rivalry of the different clubs sometimes causes the managers to 

. lose their heads and charge unfairness against the umpires, not a 
word has ever been said that would in any way compromise Nick 
Young. It is an honor and credit to the baseball magnates that 
they have such a man at the head of the League.” 

THlZ JOINT RULES COMMITTEE AND THEIR 
WORK. 

The work accomplished by the Joint Rules Committee of the 
National League and the L4merican &4ssociation at their meeting 
in New York in November, 1888, ranks with the best on record 
in the revision of the playing rules of the game, and the success- 
ful results achieved in improving the code was largely due to the 
marked efficiency evinced by the chairman of the Committee, 
Mr. Chas. H. Byrne, the president of the Brooklyn club, who was 
indefatigable in doing the large amount of revisory work which 
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was thrown upon the committee. In the face of a very noisy and 
sensational demand for radical changes in the rules governing 
the game, the committee, as a whole, manifested a wise conserva- 
tism in several respects, which cannot help but be of material 
assistance in advancing the welfare of the game at large. In the 
first place, by reducing the powers of the attack nearer to an 
equality with those of the defence- which result was accomplished 
when they reduced the number of called balls from five to four- 
they not only adopted a rule which will moderate the dangerous 
speed in delivering the ball to the bat, but they thereby afforded 
the batsman an additional chance for more effective work at the 
bat. This latter point, too, has been aided by reducing the num- 
ber of outs the batsman has hitherto been unfairly subjected to. 
The rule which puts batsmen out on catches of foul balls, which, 
since the game originated, has been an unfair rule of play, has 
seen its best day ; and this year the entering wedge to its ultimate 
disappearauce has been driven in, with the practical result of the 
repeal of the foul tip catch. This improvement, too, is in the line 
of aiding the batting side, as it gets rid of one of the numerous 
ways of putting the batsman out. 

The argument brought to bear in favor of the elimination of 
outs from foul balls from the code was in the main as follows: 

When the batsman hits a fair ball, while at the same time that 
he gives the fielders a chance to put him out, he himself is also 
given an equal chance of making a base or of scoring a run ; but 
when he hits a foul ball, while he affords the fielders an opportu- 
nity to catch him out, no such compensating advantage is given 
him in the way of earning a base or a run as in the case of a fair 
hit ball ; and it is in this that the working’ of the foul ball rule 
becomes SO palpably unjust. It is sufficient punishment for hit- 
ting a foul ball that he, as batsman, be deprived of making a base, 
without adding the unjust penalty of an out This one sided 
condition of things, too, is increased when a double play is made 
on the catch of a foul ball, for not only is the batsman unfairly 
punished, but also the base runner who may have made the base 
by a clean hit. ’ 

It is this latter unfair rule which the committee repealed’ in get- 
ting rid of the fqul fly tip ; and now a batsman who has earned 
his base by a safe hit and who runs to the next base on a foul fly 
tip ball caught by the catcher, can no longer be put out on the 
double play, as he is now allowed to return to the base he left on 
the hit, as in the case of a foul ball not caught. 

Another step in advance was made by the committee when they 
officially recognized a sacrifice hit as a factor in team work at the 
bat. Hitherto far too great stress has been laid upon the alleged 
skill of the batsman in making extra hits-two and three baggers 
and home runs-at the cost of giving due credit to the batting 



BASE EALL GUIDE. 55 

which forwards base runners and sends in runs. The work of the 
slugging batsman who, nearly every time he goes to the bat when 
no one is on the bases, makes an extra hit, does not compare with 
that of the team Gorker who either by a single base hit or a sacri- 
fice hit forwards a runner round the bases, or sends a run in. 
Here is where the battin g averages pro.ve to be complete failures 
so far as affording a criterion of a batsman’s value in team work 
is concerned; which work, by the way, is neither more nor less 
than that of forwarding base runners or sending runs in by bat- 
ting-for one batsman may make four extra base hits in a game 
without forwarding a runner or sending in a run in a single in- 
stance, while another batsman may make but one safe hit and 
three sacrifice hits, and yet either forward as many runners or 

- send in as many runs. 
Probably the best piece of work done by the committee was the 

d  A  

amendment they made to the rules governing the umpire, wherein, 
in defining the powers of an umpire to impose a fine of not less 
than $5 nor more than $2~ for abusive, threatening or improper 
Ianguage to the umpire, an amendment was made as follows: 

“A repetition of the offence shall subject such player to a 
removal from the game, and the immediate substitution of another 
player then in uniform.” 

Lastly, the rule admitting of an extra substitute being alloived 
to play in the game, at the option oI f the captain of either of the 
contesting teams, though an experiment, gives premise cf being a 
desirable amendment. The classifying of the code of rules so as 
to facilitate the finding of any special rule during the hurry of a 
contest in progress, was also a desirable improvement. Take it 
altogether, the present committee did excellent work at their Fall 
meeting of 1888. 

OVERRUNNING THE BASES. 

Twenty odd years ago George Wright suggested to the Chair- 
man of the old National Association’s Committee of Rules that it 
would be a good plan to allow base runners to overrun first base, 
giving them the privilege to return and touch the base again with- 
out being put out, before attempting to make another base. The 
suggestion was adopted, and the rule went into effect in 1870, and 
it has been in operation ever since. When the amendment was 
presented at the convention of 1869, a delegate wanted the rule 
applied to all bases, but the majority preferred to test the exper- 
iment as proposed at f&t base. The rule of extending the over- 
running to all the bases was advocated at the last meeting in 
1888 of the Joint Committee of IRules, but it was not adopted. 
The rule is worthy of consideration, in view of the constant sprains 
and injuries of one kind and another arising from sliding to bases* 
There has not been a single instance of an injury occurring frorJ1 
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- the working of the rule of overrunning first base since the rule 
was adopted, while serious injuries are of daily occurrence in 
match games, arising from collisions at other bases than first, and 
these are due entirely to the absence of the overrunning rule, 
The most irritating disputes caused by questions involved in 

sliding to bases and in running up against base players, are also 
due to the same cause. Why not put a stop to these injuries and 

these disputes by giving the base runner the same privileges in 
overrunning second, third and home bases that he now has in 
.overrunning first base ? In every way will the adoption of the 
rule suggetied be an improvement, and not the least of its advan- 
tages will be its gain to base running, which is, next to fielding, 
the most attractive feature of our game. 

- 

THEPATRONSOF BALLGROUNDS. 

There are two classes of the patrons of professional baseball 
grounds which club Presidents and Directors have their choice in 
catering to for each season, and these are, first, the reputable class, 
.who prefer to see the game played scientifically and by gentle- 
manly exemplars of the beauties of the game; and second, the 
hoodlum element, who revel in noisy coaching, “ dirty ball play- 
ing,” kicking against the umpires, and exciting disputes and rows 
in every inning. The Chicago, Philadelphia and Boston Clubs 
in the League have laid out nearly $200,000 within the past two 
years in constructing their grounds for the express purpose of 
eliciting the very best patronage of their respective cities. The 
Brooklyn Club have excelled in this respect in the American Asso- 
ciation by constructing their grounds for a similai class of patrons. 
But all of the clubs have not followed this example, the majority 

committing the blunder of considering only the tastes and require- 
ments of the hoodlum class apparently in catering for patronage. 
This is a great financial mistake. Experience has shown conclu- 

sively that it pays best to cater solely for the best class of patron- 
age. The work in doing this is so much more satisfactory for one 
thing, and it is sure to be the most remunerative. If there is any 
sport which yields a fair equivalent in the special attractions it 
presents for an admission fee of half a dollar, it is such ball play- 
ing as was exhibited during the past season on the grounds of the 
leading clubs of the National League. A feature of the attend- 
ance at the League games of 1888 was the presence of the fair 
sex in such goodly numbers. Where the ladies congregate as 
spectators of sports a refining influence is brought to bear which 
is valuable to the welfare of the game. Besides which, the pat- 
ronage of ladies improves the character of the assemblages and 
helps to preserve the order v~lthou 
cannot be obtained. 

t which first-class patronage 
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